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In which the PRACTICE of owninG THE Covenant 
is examined: The Arguments which have been 
uſed in its Favour are particularly confidered : and 
Reafong offered for its Abolition. | "2. 
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ADVERTISEMENT 


HE conſiderations, which have induced the author of 
| this diſcourſe to forward a ſecond impreſſion, are the . 

following, vis. The frequent enquiry which has been 
made for it, —there being none of the former impreſſion 10 
be obtained—the ſollicitation of a number of gentlemen, 
whoſe opinions he efteems, together with a aefire, that it 


may be generally uſeful. 


In this edition, the ftyle is in many inflances corrected, 
and ſome new thoughts added. Conſidering the more refin- 
ed taſte of 1he preſent day, it may be thought, that further 
corrections were neceſſary. The author is fenſible, that 
there is ſufficient room for corrections; but as he thinks 
his meaning ts ſufficiently clear, as it now is, he ſubmils 
z#t to a candid peruſal, 
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And they continued, Redfaſtly, in the Apoſiles doctrine and 
_ fellowyhip, and in breaking of bread and in prayers. 


1 the preceeding part of this chapter, w we have an 
account of the moſt extraordinary and remarkable 
out- pouring of the ſpirit of God, and ſuch an inſtance 
of divine power attending the diſpenſation of truth, as, 
perhaps, was never known fromthe apoſtles days down 
to the preſent period of time. There was a great mul= 
titude collected around the Apoſtles; from different 
quarters, and, doubtleſs, for very different purpoſes 2 

ſome, probably, out of mere curioſity, to hear what 
thoſe © bablers”” would ſay : others to mock and ridi- 
cule them ; for we are informed that ſome ſaid © theſe 
men are full of new wine: And it is not unreaſon- 


able to ſuppoſe that ſome might come to be inſtructed 


into that ſyſtem of truths, which occaſioned ſo much 


noiſe and tumult at that time. However, notwith-" 


ſtanding their views and deſigns were ſo various, we 
find that divine truth was attended with ſuch power, 

that a great part of them © were pricked to the heart, 

and ſaid unto Peter and the reſt of the Apoſtles, men 
and brethren, what ſhall we do ?? Peter immediate- 
ly replied, © repent and be baptiſed in the name of 
Jeſus Chriſt, for the remiſſion of ſins. Divine power 
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ſtill attended the preaching of Peter; for we find, that 
many received his words gladly, and were baptiſed ; 
and the number was no leſs than about three thouſand. 
fe And the fame day there were added unto them a- 
bout three thouſand ſouls.” - 

We have a further account of thofe converts in our 
text, and the words following. And by the account 
the ſacred kiſtorian gives us, it is evident they were 
touched to ſome purpoſe ; their profeſſion was not 
merely nominal, or the ellect of a lifeleſs flame which 
the apoſtle had blown up in their minds; for we are 
aſlured, that they continued to feel the force of divine 
truth, and to act vp to the character of real chriſtians. 
They continued, as the apoſtle iniorms us in our text, 

fleafaſtly in the apoſtles aoctrine and fellowſhip ; that 1 is. 
they believed the ſame things with the apoſtles, and 
ſo had fe! bowihip with chem, in all the-facred doctrines 
of Chriſtianity, And thole converts who were bap- 
tiſed, not only belicved the ſame things, but they aſſo 
lived i in the practice of the ſame duties Which the apoſ- 
tles obſerved; for it is ſaid, that they continued with 
thein fedfaſtly, in breaking of bread and in prayers, as 
well as in d9&r:ine. By breaking of bread with the apoſ- 
tles, we are undoubtedly to underſtand, that they con- 
tinued to celebrate with them the memorial of Chriſt's 
death ; that they lived in the obſervation of that ordi- 
nance and inſtitution. Expoſitors thus underſtand it. 
It cannot be underſtood to mean, that they held up 
civil communion with the apoſtles, 'thar i is, jointly hy 
took of each other's temporal ſubſtance ; for the a 

tle mentions this afterwards : and beſides, the te 
conſiders this as a religious rie; placing it among 
their religious exerciſes, ſuch as having fellowſhip with 
them in 4g vine, and continuing with them in prayers. 
And the celebration of the Lord's Supper is eHewhere 
fienified, by breaking of bread ; as in Acts xx. 7. The 
Zre aking of bread, therefore, muſt have an immediate re-- 
ference to the ſacrament of ene Lord's Supper. Ang 
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it is worthy of our particular obſervation, that the 
apoſtle mentions the breaking of bread, or attending up- 
on the memorial of Chriſt's death, as what thoſe who 
were baptiſed united in; not as what /ome did, but as a 
thing that was common to them all. Ir at leaſt in- 
cludes all the adults. There is nothing ſaid which 
glves us the leaſt reaſon to conclude, that there was a- 
ny diſtinction. reſpecting the inſtitution of the Lord's 
Supper, more than reſpecting do&rine and prayers. 

The words, therefore, may lead us to make the fol- 
lowing obſervation, viz. That thoſe adulis whom the 
apoſtles baptiſed, were conſidered as communtcants, and as 
being holden to an attendance upon all goſpel 1ft11ufions, 
the Lord's Supper not excepted. 

If the three thouſand, who were baptiſed on the day 
of penticoſt, or the adults included in that number, 
were confidered and viewed as communicants at 
Chriſt's table, we have preſumptive evidence, at leaſt, 
that it was their common practice, when they ad- 
miniſtered baptiſm to adults, to receive and conſider 
them as communicants at the table of the Lord. 

But this may further appear, in the courle of the 
enſuing enquiries. What is propoſed in further dif 
courſing from theſe words, is, 

FIRST, To ſhow, that thofe adults who had tie pri- 
vilege of baptiſm for themſelves or their ſeed, in the 
days of the apoſtles, were conſidered ag communicants, 
and as being equally holden to an attendance upon che 
ſacrament. of the Lord's Supper, as upon any other 
divine inſtitution, 

SECONDLY, More particularly to enquire, whether 
the practice of OWNING. THE COVENANT, as it is called, 
which admits perſons to the privilege of baptiſm, who 
profeſſedly and practically with-hold their attendance 
on the ſacrament of the Lord's Supper, be ſcriptural 
and ſo to be indulged. | 

Under this particular it is propoſed to conſider e- 
Very thing which 1 is oflexed in er of the practice of 
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owning the covenant, and to ſuggeſt reaſons for its 
excluſion. 

In diſcourſing upon the points now propoſed, 1 
ſhall treat the pradlice of owning tbe covenant with free 
dom and plainneſs, yet nothing per/ore! is intended, 
reſpecting thoſe who arc friendly to it. 

i hope there are none fo ict in any particular 
ſcheme, as to be unwilling it ſhould come under a ſe- 
rious examination; or, to give it up, if it be not founded 
on the ſacred oracles of tlie living God. I would re- 

queſt, that every one would diveſt his mind of all pre- 
judice, and be diſpoſed to receive light, whether it may 
be in favor of, or in oppoſition to former ſentiments. 
Caſting away all wrath and jirife, and laying aſide all 
ſuperfluity of naughtineſs, be diſpoſed to receive with 
meekneſs the ing rafted word, which is able to make 
you wiſe unto ſalvation. I will now proceed, 

Firsr, To attempt to ſhow, that thoſe adults who 
had the privilege of baptiſm for themſelves or their 
ſeed, in the days of the apoſtles, were conſidered as 
communicants, and as being equally holden to an at- 
tendance upon the Lord's Supper, as upon any other 
divine inſtitution. 

J do not ſuppoſe, neither would I be underſtood to 
fay, that an attendance upon the inſtitution of the - 
Lord's Supper, or any other par/icular inſtituted duty, 
is the term or qualification tor baptiſm; but an ob- 
fervation of and anattendance upon 4// public inſtitu- 
ted duties is the term. What is meant is, that the 
apoſtles viewed and conſidered thoſe adults whom 
they baptiſed, equally hoiden to obſerve all the duties 
and in! titutions of the Chriſtian religion. One duty 
or inſtitution was not diſpenſed with rather than ano- 
ther. And I can ſee no room to doubt of this, from 

any thing ſaid in the writings of the apoſtles. The 
ſacred ſcriptures, give no intimation of a different prac- 
tice, in the days of the apoſtles ; but afford much po- 
fitive cyidence, that they did conſider thoſe whom they 
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baptiſed, as being equally holden to walk together in 
an attendance upon all inſtituted duties. This not 
only appears clear to me, but ſome, who have been 
zealous advocates for a contrary practice, have declar- 
ed, that it is ſo evident to them as not to admit of a 
doubt. One in particular, when writing in Niagica- 
tion of that practice which tolerates perſons in the 
omiſſion of the Lord's Supper, ſays, concerning that 
ordinance and inſtitution, * This was an ordinance 


appointed for the whole body of Chriſt's viſible church, 


who profeſſed the chriſtian faith: and accordingly, 
they thus practiſed in the apojtles days; as all the diſci- 
ples attended upon this memorial. This conceſſion, 
in one who is an advocate for a contrary practice, is 
ſomewhat remarkable; and is not unfavorable, to what 
is now ſuppoſed, viz. That the apoſtles were ſtrangers 
to the practice of adminiſtering baptiſm, to ſuch as 
live in the neglect of plain goſpel inſtitutions. 

But we will proceed to a more particular confidera- 
tion of the practice of the apoſtes, to ſee whether it be 
not evident, that they confidered all the adults whom 
they baptiſed, as holden to an attendance upon all in- 
ſtituted duties of the covenant, the Lord's Supper not 
excepted.F And the following things afford fatisfy= 
ing evidence, that the apoſtles adnuniftered baptiſm to 
no adults perſonally, or their ſeed, excepting fuch as 
they conſidered as communicants, or holden to an at- 
tendance upon all inſtitutions, without excepting the 
Lord's Supper. | 


* Ely's Serm, on Gal. iii. 27. p. 34. 


+ Itis taken for granted here, and through this diſcourſe, that the ſame qua- 
Iifications are nh te in an adult, for the. dedication of his ſeed in baptiſm, 
as for the dedication of himſelf. If it were neceſſary in the apoſtles days, for 
an adult to engage to attend upon all inſtituted duties in order to bis own bap- 
tiſm, it muſt have been neceſſary to the dedication of his feed. This, it is ſup- 
| poled, no one walk diſpute. 
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I. The nature and import of the commiſtion, which 
our Lord gave his apoſtles, leads us to conclude, 
that they conſidered all adults whom they bap- 
tiſed, as holden to the Pracuoe of all Chriſtian 
duties. 

We have the higheſt reafon to ſuppoſe, the apoſtles 

acted up to the fpirit and meaning of their communion. 
And the commiſſion which Chriſt gave them, made it 


incumbent on them to infiſt upon it, that all whom 


they ſhould baptiſe, ſhould attend upon all imftituted 
duties. The commiſſion which Chriſt gave his apoſ- 
tles, is expreſfed in theſe words; © Go ye, therefore, 
and teach all nations, baptiſing them in the name of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt ;— 


teaching them lo obſerve ALL THINGS whatfoever 1 have 


commanded you. This commiſſton made it incum- 
bent on the apoſtles, firſt to teach, and then to bap- 
tiſe: But this is not all; for, in it they were ſtrictly 
charged to infiſt upon it, that all thoſe whom they 
ſhould thus teach and baptiſe, ſhould obſerve a/l hings, 
that 1s, all the duties which Chriſt had commanded 


them. — And, was not the Lord's Supper one duty 
which Chriſt had juſt inſtituted and made incumbent 
on his diſciples? Was not this commanded duty, 
therefore, one thing that they were to inſiſt upon ſhould 
be obſerved, by thoſe whom they ſhould baptiſe? This 
commiſſion will no more admit of tolerating perſons 
in a proſeſſed and practical omiſſion of the inſtitution 
of the Lord's Supper, than in the neglect of any other 
inſtitution. It is as inconſiſtent with the plain mean- 
ing and import of the conimiſfion, to tolerate thoſe, 
who have the privilege of baptiſm, in a neglect of the 
ſacrament of the Lord's Supper, as in an omiſſion of 
any other duty. And, as we have reaſon to believe 
the apoſtles acted up to the ſpirit of their commiſſion, 
ſo we mult conclude, that thoſe adults, who had the 


Matt. xxvili. 19. 20. 
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privilege of baptiſm granted them by the apoſtles, 
were viewed and conſidered as. equally holden to an 
attendance upon the ſacrament of the Lord'sSupper,as 
upon any other inſtituted duty. If ve are to make 
up a judgment concerning the practice of the apoſtles 
by the commiſſion they received from Chriſt, we muſt 
conclude, that their diſciples or baptiſed adults were 
holden and bound to attend upon all inſtituted duties, 
without excepting the inſtituted memorial of Chriſt's 
death. Again, 

II. The account given us of the tranſactions of the 
apoſtles, affords another reaſon for -concluding, 
that they conſidered the adults to whom they ad- 
miniſtered baptiſm; as bound to attend upon all 
inſtituted duties, without excepting the inſtituted 
memorial of Chriſt's death. : 

We have no reaſon to think, from any thing the a. 
poſtles ſaid or tranſacted, that ſome adults who enjoyed 
the privilege of baptiſm, were conſidered as commu- 
nicants and others were not; or, that ſome did attend 
upon the inſtituted memorial of Chriſt's death, and 
others were toletated in a neglect or omiſſion of that 
inſtitution. We may as ſoon find ſufficient evidence 
to conclude, that ſome did not continue ſtedfaſt in the 
apoſtles do&rine, and in prayers, and were tolerated in 
ſuch a neglect or omiſſion, as that they were tolerated 
and indulged in a neglect of the inſtitution of the 
Lord's Supper. Ir is very poſſible, that ſome might 
but ſeldom have an -opportunity of attending upon 
that memorial, as well as upon other inſtituted duties x 
yet, as often as they had opportunity to do it, they 
were equally under obligations to attend upon it as 
upon other duties of the covenant ; at leaſt there is no 
reaſon for any other concluſion, either from what the 
apoſtles ſaid, or the account we have of their tranſac- 
tions. But, we have much poſitive evidence, that all 
baptiſed adults, were bound to attend upon the memo- 
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rial of Chriſt's "OY as well as all other covenant du- 
ties. The apoſtles, in all their letters and tranſactions, 
treated all their diſciples as being in one ſtanding, and 
as united in one body ;—havingoze faith, one Lord, and 
one baptiſm. There is not the leaſt intimation of any 
diſtinction among them; eſpecially, it is no where in- 
timated, that ſome were communicants at the Lord's 
table and others were not.—And does it, my hearers, 
look probable, that there was this diſtinction ſince 
there is no mention made of it? Why ſhould we think 
there was this difference or diſtinction, when there is 
no intimation of it? It is a concluſive argument that 
there was no ſuch diſtinction Known to the apoſtles, 
fince it is no where intimated in any of their writings 
or tranſactions. I am ſenſible, that as to ſome, ſuch 
as the Eunuch, en and others, it is not laid, ex- 
plicitly, that they were bound to attend upon the 
Lord's Supper ; - but can we from thence conclude, 
that they were not holden to an attendance upon it, 
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whenever they ſhould have opportunity? If we may, 


we may allo conclude, that they were not holden to an 
attendance upon one duty of the covenant ; for no one 
duty is particularized. There 1s as much mention 
made of the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper as of any 
other inſtitution ; as of d9rine or prayers, If it be a 
tufhcient reaſon to conclude, that the Eunuch, Cornelius, 
or others, were not conitdered as holden to the obſer- 
vation of the inſtitution of tlie Lord's 8 Supper, as often 
as they ſhould have oppor tunity, | >CCaulce it is not par- 
ticularly mentioned, we muſt for the ſame reaſon con- 
clude they were not holden to practiſe any Chriſtian 
duty, becauſe no one 1s raentioned. The account is 
left in ſuch a manner as leads us to conclude, that there 
was no diſtinction thought of among Chriſtian duties; 
either thoſe perſons muſt be conſidered as holden to 
all, or to the obſervation of no inſtituted duty of the 


Covenant. 8 
* urthermore, the poſitive evidence that there was 
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no diftintion among chriſtian duties, made or allow- 
ed of by the apoſtles will be increaſed, if it be con- 
ſidered, that the celebration of the Lord's Supper 1s 
mentioned as what was common to the diſciples, in the 
apoſtles days. When that memorial was attended up- 
on, it is mentioned as what was common to the diſ- 
ciples in that day. Thus it is ſaid, Acts xx. 7. And 
upon the firſt day of the week, when the diſc /ples came 
together to break bread, &c. &c. It is not ſaid when 
ſome of the diſciples came together to break bread, but 
when the diſciples,” &c. The apoſtle ſpeaks of it as 
what the diſciples did in common ; not as what ſome 
did and others neglected. 

Again; it is expreſsly ſaid, that they who were ad- 
raitted to baptiſm, on the day of Penticoſt, did con- 
tinue, ſtedfaſtly, with the apoſtles, in breaking of bread, 
as well as in dorine and Prayers. 

On the whole, therefore, have we not the moſt a- 
bundant reaſon to conclude, both from. the nature of 
the commiſſion which Chriſt gave his apoſtles, and 
alſo from the account given us of their tranſactions, 
that they conſidered ſuch adults as they received to 
baptiſm; as holden to obſerve and attend upon all in- 


ſtituted duties, without excepting the inſtitution of 


the Lord's Supper ? What reaſon have we to think 
that the apoſtles tolerated their diſciples in a neglect 
of the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, rather than 
any other inſtituted duty ? I think no one, who im- 
partially conſiders the caſe, can find the leaſt evidence, 
that the apoſtles ever thought of any diſtinction among 
covenant duties; their commiſſion made none, and 


there is no appearance of any diſtinction being al- 


lowed or made in their practice. 
Let us now proceed, 

SECONDLY, More particularly to enquire, whether 
the practice of owning the covenant, as it is called, 
which admits perſons to the privilege of baptiſm, w ho 
profeſiedly and practically with-hold their attendance 
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41 
upon the ſacrament of the Lord's Supper, be ſcrip= 
tural and to be indulged. OCD 85 
The practice of owning the covenant, admits adults 


to the privilege of baptiſm, for themſelves and their 


ſeed, who neither view themſelves under any covenant 
obligations to live in the obſervation of a plain goſpel 
inſtitution, nor do the church confider them as being 
bound by their covenant to attend upon it; and there- 
fore not diſciplineable or cenſurable for a neglect and 
omiſſion of it.“ This indeed, is not the only diſtinc- 
tion Which is made betwixt thoſe who own the cove- 
nant and thoſe who are in full communion, that the 
former are not conſidered as being under covenant 
vows to celebrate the inſtituted memorial of Chriſt's 


death, and the latter are; but thoſe, who own the cov- 


enant, are not conſidered as having a right to a voice 
in the church, when tranſacting the affairs of Chriſt's 
kingdom. f They do not contider themſelves as be- 
ing under the ſame obligation to watch over and deal 
with one another, that ſuch are under who are in full 
communion : And many do not conſider themſelves 
as under ſuch obligations to a holy and religious life, 
as ſuch are under who are communicants at Chriſt's 


table; but this I conſider as an abuſe of the original 


practice. The practice, therefore, will not be con- 
ſidered in this groſs ſenſe of it. We will only en- 
quire, whether the practice of adminiſtering baptiſm 
to ſuch adult perſons, or to the ſeed of ſuch as pro- 
feſſedly and practically with-hold an attendance upon 
the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, be ſcriptural ? 

If the practice of owning the covenant, as deſcribed 

I am not inſenfible, that ſome call the covenant which ſuch make a full 
and complete covenant ; but I am unable to ſee the propriety of its being ſo 
called, ſince the covenant perſon does not mean to engage, nor the church 
underſtand him as engaging an attendance upon a plain covenant duty and 
expreſs command of Jeſus Chrift. „ 

+ The Synod, held at Cambridge, Anno 1662, which begun the praflice 
of owning the covenant, did not conſider perſons, in that particular ſtanding, 
as having any Tight to vote in the church, or with thoſe who were in full 
communion. | | | „ 


EE 


in this enquiry, be not ſcriptural, it is not to be in- 
dulged ; for the ſcripture muſt be our only rule. If 
we have not ſcripture precept or example for the prac- 
tice, it has no foundation. As to poſitive inſtitutions, 


we are bound by the expreſs will of God. We may, 


indeed, argue relatively to them as Naaman the leper 
did, about the rivers of Jordan and Pharpar ; we may 
ſay that we do not ſee, why ſuch and ſuch methods 
may not do, as well as thoſe which we find expreſsly 
inſtituted by God ; but we have no more right to 
purſue ſuch reaſonings i in practice, than Naaman had 
to purſue his; neither can we expect better ſucceſs. 
We muſt abide by what is revealed, and be determin- 
ed by the inſtitution itſelf. Such as are unwilling to 
be determined by the Bible, muſt anſwer it to Chriſt, 
who hath ſaid, that heaven and earth ſhall paſs away 
before one jot or tittle thall fail of all that he hath 
ſaid. A church ought be very cautious, how they a- 
dopt rules and practices which are of mere human 
invention ; for in adopting ſuch rules, they reject the 
authority of Chriſt, and fo pollute all their offerings. 
In vain, ſays Chriſt, ye do worſhip me, teaching 
for doctrine the commandments of men.* Iti 18, there 
fore, of very great importance, that a church grounds 
its practice upon the laws and inſtitutions of its king 
and head. With theſe things in view, let us examine 
the practice of owning the covenant. And it is hop- 
ed every mind will be attentive, and ſo far diveſted of 
all prejudice, as to be willing to know and receive the 
truth, wherever it may appear. 
In proſecuting this enquiry, I ſhall, 
I. Conſider thoſe things which are urged | in favor 

of the practice. 

II. A variety of things will be exhibited, to ſhow 
the unſcriptural nature of the practice of owning the 
covenant ; and thy it ought to be aboliſhed. 


* Matt. xv. 9. 
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IJ. We are to conſider thoſe things which are urg- 
ed in favour of the practice of ow ning the covenant, 
or of admitting ſuch adults to the privilege of bap- 
tiſm, for themſelves or ſeed, who profeſſedly and prac- 
tically withhold their attendance upon the inſtitution 
of the Lord's Supper. 

It is my deſign, to take notice of the various things 
which I can rccollect to have ſcen or heard urged, in 
favor of the practice, however trivial ; and to detect 
their fallacy. And, 

Iſt. In vindication of the practice, it hath been ſaid, 
that many very great and good men have been and 
ſtill are in it; and that it has been of long continu- 
ance. 

ReyLy. As to the time this practice has been in 
being, I think we may ſafely affirm, it cannot be trac- 
ed back to the days of the apoſtles. And it is certain 
it was never known among the churches in this land, 
till near half a century after the firſt ſettlement of it. 
Bur, if it ſhould be granted to have been of long con- 
tinuance, yet in as much agthe apoſtles were ſtrangers 
to it; this ought to havarno weight in our minds.— 
And, as to ſuch great and good men as have been in 
the practice, I believe, ſuch as urge their example as 
an argument for it, wholly miſtake the views they 
have always entertained of it. Irtruſt, I may ven- 
ture to ſay, that not one out of ten of thoſe who have 
heen in the practice, have been for it. Thoſe who 
have written upon the ſubject, and have been on the 
fide of the practice, have in general acknowledged, 
that although they were zz it they were not for it.“ So 


that not wi ithſlanding many great and good men have 


* But, why is it that one ſays, I am u it, but not for it another, that 
ſcarcely one miniſter in this nation is pleaſed with it, if it be a practice which 
is of divine inſtitution ? If God hath inſtituted the praQice, or if it be agree- 
able to divine inſtitution, why are they not for it? Why are they not pleaſed 
with it? Are not God's inſtitutions wiſe and well calculated to anſwer his 
own 7 arpoſ- by But if the practice be not agreeable to divins inſtitution, why 
are they in it! 


k . 


been in the practice, yet, in as much as they, in. gene- 
ral, have not been or it, it ought to be confidered 
as an evidence and teſtimony "againſt the practice, 
rather than an argument in its favor. Beſides, it ought 
to be conſidered and remembered, that many great and 
good men have not only been in but for a contrary 
practice, and could never be reconciled to the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant. Many have been zea- 
louſly againſt the practice of owning the covenant, 
while very few have been really /or it. But if this 
ſhould not ſatisfy all, we have other examples to op- 
poſe to the practice ofthole, who have been zz it, which 
ought to give full ſatisfaction ; I mean the example of 
the apoſtles. They were as great and as good men, 
as can be ſuppoſed ever to have been zz the practice, 
with this very weighty circumſtance in their favor, 
that they were under the inſpiration of the Holy 
Ghoſt ; and there is not the leaſt evidence, that they 
were ever in or for the practice under conſideration z 
but the practice is againſt the ſpirit of their commiſ- 
ſion, and the whole of their tranſa tions. So that 
what is now urged in favor of the practice, from the 
example of great and good men, who have been bare- 
ly zz it, cannot be confidered as having any weight, 
ſince not only other great and good men, but the apol- 
tles, who wereunder the inſpiration of the Holy Ghoſt, 
have been not only not zz the practice, but againſt it. 
But, 

2dly. It has been ſurther urged, in favour of the 
practice now under conſideration, that under the for- 
mer diſpenſation, the Jews who did not keep the paſ- 
ſover, had the privilege of circumcition for their ſecd; 
from whence it is inferred, that it is the will of God 
that the ſeal of the covenant ſhould be adminiſtered, 
to ſome at leaſt, who do not attend upon the ſacrament 
of the Lord's Supper. It is ſaid, that the Jew under 
ceremonial dehlement, who might not Kecp the pale 


— 


E 
ſover, might, nevertheleſs, have the privilege of Cif= 
cumciſion.* | 

ReeLy. Whoever carefully attends to the caſe; 
mult ſee, that there 1s nothing in what is now urged, 
which makes any thing for the practice of owning the 
covenant, or of adminiſtering baptiſm to ſuch-as hve 
in the profeſſed and continued omiffion of the ſacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper. The Jew; in caſe of le- 
gal defilement,was forbidden to eat of the paſſover ; in 
omitting i: under them circumſtances, he did it in o- 
beGience to the command of God ; but he who owns 
his covenant withholds his attendance upon the Lord's 
Supper in oppoſition to a plain and expreſs command. 

Furthermore, The caſes of the defiled Jew, and of 
thoſe who own the covenant, are totally diſſimilar in 
another reſpect. The Jew, who was defiled; was on- 
ly an occaſional omitter of the paſſover ; he was not 
fuffered to omit it time after time, and year after year; 


he might not omit the paſſover ſo much as one time, 


on the whole, on account of legal defilement. This 
will appear, if we attend to the caſe as ſtated Numb. ix. 
t—13. It appears from the account therein given us, 
that God had directed the people to keep the paſſover, 
on the 14th day of the firſ. month, according to the o- 
riginal inſtitution. It happened that ſome were defi- 
ted with the touch of a dead body. They went to 
Moſes with their caſe, as they were at a loſs about 
keeping the paſlover with the people. Moſes aſks di- 
rection of God. God anſwers Moſes as in the gth and 
toth verſes, in theſe words. © Speak unto the chil- 
dren of Iſrael, ſaying, if any man of you, or of your 
poſterity be unclean by reaſon of a dead body, or bein 
a journey afar off yet he /hall keep the paſſover unto the 
Lord. The fourteenth day of the ſecond month they ſhall 
keep it.” It appears from theſe words, that the perſon 
who was unclean on the 14th day of the firſt month, 


* Ely's Scrm, on Gal. iii, 27. 


CE 9 
when the body of the Jews kept the p might 
not live in the neglect of it till the next annual return 


of the paſſover, he muſt keep it the very next month; 
he might not omit it, on the whole, for one time. So 


that, on the whole the re was no roleratiog of an omiſ 


fion for any length of time, on account of ceremonial 
defilement; At moſt, no more can be pretended, than 
a toleration of an occaſional omiſſion, during the ſhort 
term of ceremonial defilement, or for one month only ; 
he muſt keep the paſſover as often as the reſt of the 


people:* 


Now, how does this at all juſtify, or even counte- 


nance the practice of admitting ſuch to the privilege 


of baptiſm, who omit the Lord's Supper; not merely 


on ſome occaſions, but on all occaſions, and that year 
after year, and if they pleaſe forever? If it were true, 
that a Jew might have circumciſion, although he 


ſhould negle# to keep the paſſover occaſionally, could we 


from thence infer, that it is the will of God; that a 


perſon, under the goſpel diſpenſation, ſhould have the 


privilege of baptiſm, although he ſhould hve in a con- 
linued omiſſion of the Lord's Supper, year after year, 
and if he ſhould pleaſe forever? I am ſure it cannot 

retended. There is nothing in the caſe of the de- 
ng Jew, that ſo much as countenances the practice 
of owning the covenant. We are rather taught by it, 
that it is the will of God that no public inſtitution 
ſhould be neglected or omitted; for, rather than the 
Jew ſhould, on the whole, live in one omiſſion of the 


paſſover, God makes ſpecial proviſion and a new in- 
ſtitution for him, who was under ſuch circumſtances, 


C 


t Some have ſaid, that ceremonial cleanneſs was typical of moral pu- 
tity ; and as a ,Jew, who doubted of his ceremonial cleanneſs was tolerated in 
an omſſion of the paſſover, ſo may a Chriſtian be tolerated 1 inomitting the Lord's 


Supper, when he doubts of his moral purity. 


Anſwer. The Jew was not tolerated in one miſſion. He might not delay 


more than one month on account of his doubts, or in Caſe of real defilement. 


So that if there were any thing typical in the caſe, it would not prove any 
thing in favour of a profeſſed and continued omiſſion of any ordinance ; for, on 
the whole there was no omiffion tolerated or allowed: And but one month 
was allowed for the removal of ical defilement, 
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as pichibired his Hanks it with the body of the Pęeo- 


ple. Again, 

Zdly. God's dealings with the Jews in Joſiah's 
time, have been mentioned in juſtification of the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant, It has been ſaid, that 
the Jews, who front the time of the Judges to Jofiah' 8 
time, had not regularly attended upon the paſſover, en- 
joyed circumcition and were not rejected and caſt off 
by God; from hence it is inferred, that perſons may 
be fo far in good ſtanding in the covenant, as to be 
qualified for baptifm, although they live in a continu- 
al omiſſion of the Lord's Supper.“ 

ReeLy. Is it not as true that the Jews, as a body, 
were in groſs idolatry when Joſiah came to the throne, 
as that they had omitted, for a long time, regularly to 
keep the pailover ? Certainly it 18. + May we not 
then, with as much reaſon, infer that baptiſm may be 
adminiſtered to groſs idolators, as to thoſe who neglect 
x plain inflitution ? If we may infer that perfons may 
be qualificd for the ſeal of the covenant, when they live 
in the continued omiſſion of plain inſtitutions, from 
God's not cafting off the Jews when they neglected re- 
gularly to attend upon the paſſover, we may infer, that 
perſons in groſs idolatry are qualified for the ſcal of 
the covenant ; becauſe it is juſt as true that the Jews 
were not caft off when in grols idolatry, as that they 
were not when they neglected the paſſover; for they 
were in open idolatry al the ſame time. 

What is here urged, therefore, is as much in favor 
of admitting gr/5 7dolators to baptiſm, and of their be- 
ing qui; 0 ſubjects for it, as of the practice of own- 
ing the covenant. 

The truth of the caſe is this; the Jews in the be- 
ginning of Joſiah's reign, were utterly unqualified for 
one church privilege. —Had an individual been in the 


ſtate the Jews were, in the beginning of Joſiah's reign, 
the church mult have excommunicated him, if they 


* Ely's Serm. p. 31. See 2. Kings, chap. xxii. and xxiit. 


we 
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had procecded according to the rules which God had 
given them: And God, in not caſting then off, acted 
above the laws which he had given his church as a 
rule of their condnd. | God had a right ſo to do, but 
his church muſt abide by the laws and rules Which 


God gives them. „ | 
Athly. It has been further ſaid, in favor of owning 
the covenant, that ſuch as were baptifed in infancy, 
have a right, merely on that account, to the ſeal of 
baptiſm for their ſeed ; therefore, nothing further is 
requiſite than to own the covenant. — 
ReyLY. Do ſuch as urge this mean, that children 
have a right to baptiſm, merely on account of the bap- 
tiſm of the parent? If this be their meaning, it 18 
nothing in favor of the practice of owning the cove- 
nant ; for it makes owning the covenant Wholly un- 
neceſſary. If the baptiſm of parents be, in itſelf a 
qualification for the baptiſm of their ſeed, then own= 
ing the covenant is wholly unneceſſary: And fo what 
is now urged can be nothing in favorotowning the cove- 
nant, nor any other perſonal tranſaction, in adult years. 
But, the ſuppoſition that the baptiſm of a parent is, 


in itſelf, a qualification for the baptiſm of his ſecd, is 


alrogether groundlefs and unſcriptural. The baptiſm 
of a parent is nothing, unleſs be continues in good 
ſtanding in the covenant, or lives in the practice of all 
covenant duties. Hence ſays the apoſtle, ( Circum- 
ciſion verily profiteth, if thou keep the law, but if thou be 
a breaker of the law, thy circumciſion is made uncircumer= 
Aion.“ tt appears from this paſſage, that the baptiſm 
of a parent is nothing, unleſs he Keep the law, or lives 
in the practice of covenant duties. If we ſhould ſup- 


poſe that parents were baptiſed in infancy or riper 


years, yet ſhould not live in the practice of covenant 
duties, they would be no better than heathens or pub- 
licans,—their circumciſion would be uncircumciſion. 
In order to a perſon's having any ſtanding in the cove- 
nant, it is abſolutely neceffary, that he be neither a he- 
retic nor immoral perſon ; perſons of either af thoſe 
4 Rom. ii. 23. | 


r 


3 . 72 
r * 1 928 2 


_ 2 DE. 8 
„ eee I 
2 Ty 72 — EN at =. 
des Sara gs 7 


. 8 $31 
— 2 — 72 ns ww 
£ 


9 1 

. . . 

ORE Ew.” 
- , 


characters may have no ſtanding in the church of 


Chriſt. It is as neceſſary that a perſon who was bap- 


tiſed in infancy, ſhould be /ound in the faith, and live 


in the practice of the duties of religion, in order to 
his having a ſtanding in the church in adult years, or 
enjoying church privileges, as it is for any other per- 
ſon, whatever. Hereſy or immorality diſqualifies-a per- 
ſon for church privileges ; his circumciſion becomes 
uncircumciſion.F This leads us to ſee, that the bap- 
tiſm of a parent is not of itſelf a qualification for 
church privileges; he muſt be ſound in the faith, and 
live in the practice of the duties of religion; other- 
wiſe his circumciſion becomes uncircumciſion. Theſe 
obſervations, alſo lead us to ſee, that it is as neceſſary 
that a per ſon who was baptiſed in infancy, ſhould 
make a confeſſion of his faith, and declare his compli- 


ance with the covenant of grace, in order to his en- 


Joying privileges in adult years, as it is for any other 

erſon ; fer unleſs he be ſound in the faith, and do 
comply with the covenant, he is no better than the 
unbaptiſed,—h1s circumciſion is become uncircum- 
ciſion; and we muſt Judge that he is ſound in the faith 
and does comply with the covenant, by the ſame rule 
by. which we judge of others. So that what is now 
ur ged, reſpecting the baptiſm of parents, is nothing 
to the purpoſe ; for if it be meant that the baptiſm 
of parents, in itſelf, qualities their ſeed for baptiſm, 
then owning the covenant 1s pertectly unneceſſary : 
But if it be meant that they mult in addition to it, be 
in good covenant ſtan ding, that is, {ound in the faith 
and in the practice of covenant duties, this 1s utterly 
inconſiſtent with the practice of owning the cove- 
nant ; for then it will be neceſſary that they live in 
the obſervation of the inſtitution of the Lord's Sup- 
per, which is a covenant duty: So that what is now 
urged cannot be viewed as any ſupport or juſtification 
of the practice of owning the covenant. 


F Tit. ii. 10. 11. 3. „ 3%, 18 
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Again, 

- ably It has been ſaid, in juſtification of the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant, that an omiſſion of the 
Lord's Supper is too ſmall a failure, on account of 
which, to cut a perſon off from the privilege of bap- 
tiſm. 

ReeLy. 1ſt. A neglect to keep the paſſover, was not 

too ſmall a failure in the view of God, to merit excom- 
munication. 
The Jew who did not keep the paſſover was to have 
no ſtanding among God's people. It is ſaid, © the 
man that 1s clean and not on a journey, that forbear- 
eth to keep the paſſover, even the ſame ſoul ſhall be 
cut off from his people.“ f Ceremonial defilement, or 
being on a diſtant journey apologized for an occafion- 
al omiſſion of the paſſover, but not for a continued 
neglect. There was no ſufficient apology or excuſe 
could be given for a continued omiſſion of the paſſo- 
ver. It becomes us then to be very cautious, how we 
urge it as too ſmall a failure, on account of which to 
cut perſons off from church privileges, merely becauſe 
they neglect the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper; for 
that is as reaſonable and important an inſtitution as the 
paſſover; and yet we find that God viewed an omiſ- 
ſion of the latter a ſufficient reaſon for excommunica- 
ting the delinquent. 

2dly. I would enquire how it comes N that it 
is viewed as ſo ſmall and inconſiderable a failure; i in a 
perſon to neglect the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper? 

Is not the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper a duty of 
the covenant ? Is it not as reaſonable an inſtitution as 
any one in the New Teſtament ? Is not Chriſt infi- 
nitely worthy of a memorial ? Has he not done 
enough to render a memorial of him both reaſonable 
and delightful ? How comes it about, then, that it is 
viewed as ſo very ſmall and inconſiderable a failure, to 


+ Numb, ix. 13. 


FR 
1 
R 
3 
ö 1 f 
£48 
3 
9 
* 
= 
1 
Fn . 
9 . 
1 
4 
_ 
« A 
: 
7 5 


= 
A : 
1 o o 
y 


er 
** 


„ 


8 


JOE 


neglect ſo plain and reaſonable an inſtitution ? If liv. 
in the neglect of plain covenant duties does not 
TE qualify for covenant privileges; it is difficult to fay 
what does. If it be ſcandalous to live in the omiſſion 
of plain, reaſonable and important covenant duties, it 
is fo to neglect the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper ; 
for that is a plain, a reafo9nable and important cove- 
nant duty: And it is difficult to account for it, that it 
mould be viewed as ſo innocent and harmleſs an omiſ- 
fion' to withhold an attendance upon it. Whoever GON 
fiders how plain and reaſonable a duty it is, cannot 
urge the omiſſion of it, as too ſmall a failure to difqual- 
ify for covenant privileges ; for if neglecting plain 
covenant duties does not diſqualify perſons for privi- 
leges, nothing can do it. And whoever confiders how 
neceſſary an attendance upon the paſſover was in the 
view of God, in oròer to'a ſtanding 1 in the church of 
old, will be very cautious how he urges a neglect of ſo 
important and reaſonable an inſtitution as that of the 
Lord's Supper, as being too ſmall a failure on account 
of which to with-hold covenant privileges. Again, 
6thly. It has been faid by ſome, in vindication of 
the practice of owning the covenant, that it is no 
where expreſsly forbidden. 
" RepLy. There are a thouſand other poſſible practi- 
ces which mankind may adopt, that are not expreſsly 
es rep The queſtion is, is the practice agreca- 
le to the inſtitution? The want of inſtitution is a ſuf- 
ficient prohibition, We have no right or warrant to 
take one ſtep beyond the inſtitution. If God has giv- 
en us liberty to act, we have a warrant for acting; but 
a want of licence is a full prohibition. It is not ex- 
Preſsly ſaid, that you may hot baptiſe your own chil- 
dren ; but you do not venture upon the practice, be- 
cauſe you do not find a warrant for it; ſo a want of 
Iicence in the preſent caſe, is a ſufficient objection a- 
gainſt the practice now under conſideration, although 
il be not. by name, expreſsly prohibited. Furthermore, 
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ably It has been urged in favor of the practice of 
owning the covenant, that perſons may be qualified 
for baptiſm, and not for the Lord's Supper ; and there- 
fore the practice of owning the covenant muſt be both 
lawful and neceſſary. 

ReyLy. I do not recollect ever to have ſeen a diver- 
| ſity of qualifications for the two ordinances, Baptiſm 5 
and the Lord's Supper, urged as a reaſon for the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant, by any author who has 
written upon the ſubject; howe ver, as I am perſua- 
ded that it has weight and influence in the view of 
ſome, in this place, I fhall briefly conſider its weight 
and merit. And here I would obſerve, _ 

iſt. It does not appear that Gop hath ever made 
any diſtinction betwixt the two ordinances, baptiſm 
and the Lod's Supper, in point of qualification; if it 
be ſo, we have no right to make any. 

There is not the leaſt evidence, from any thing 
written in our Bibles, that the apoſtles made any di- 
ſtinction, in point of qualification for the two ordinan- 
ces, in their practice. The common they received 
from Chriſt, and their pra#ice agree in this, that one 
and the ſame ſubject is qualified for both ordinances ; ; 
for thoſe whom they baptiſed, continued with them in 
e breaking of Fra 7 as well as in docriue and Prayers: 

2dly. What is now urged, reſpecting a di verſity of 
ualifications for the ordinances of baptiſm and the 

. Supper, is contrary to the plain 1 import of the 
practice you have always been uſed to, in this place. 
Tou have ever had but one covenant; and a com- 
pliance with that has always been made neceſſary, both 
for the privilege of baptiſm and the Lord's Supper. 
You have always required perſons to engage the ſame 
things in order to their enjoying either ordinance ; ex- 
cepting the one muſt engage an attendance upon the 
inſtitution of the Lord's Supper and the other not. 
This makes it evident, that it was always ſuppoſed, by 
the church and people in this place, that the qualifi- 
cations, I mean the ential qualifications for the two 


L 
ordinances, were the fame ; otherwiſe they have al- 
ways been wrong in infiſting upon the ſame things as 
requiſite for an attendance upon either. 

3dly. What is now urged is contrary to the opi- 
nion of miniſters in general, who have been 7z the 
practice of owning the eovenant. 

It is not on account of any e difference as to the 

ualifications for the two ordinances, that miniſters 
practiſe baptifing or giving the privilege of baptiſm 
to ſuch adults as neglect the inſtitution of the Lord's 
Supper; but in condeſcenſion to the groundle/s ſcruples 
and ignorante of the people. It is on this gfound, and 
not on any real difference, as to the qualifications for 
the two ordinances, that the practice of owning the 
covenant reſts, in the view of ſuch miniſters as prac- 
tiſe upon it; ſo far as I am acquainted with their 
views of the practice. 

Athly. Is it not demonſtrably true, that there can- 
not be a diverſity of qualifications for the two ordi- 
Nances. 

Our Saviour moſt certainly knew, what his will 
ever would be, reſpecting the ordinances of baptiſm 
and the Lord's Supper: And he, very exprelsly, gave 
it in charge to his apoſtles, to inſiſt upon 1t that the 
baptiſed ſhould attend ee all inſtituted duties. C 
ye and teach all nations, baptiſiug then; in the name f, Sc. 
teachins them to obſerve ALL things whatſoever I have 
commanded you.” Now, had there been a diverſity of 
qualifications for thoſe two ordinances, we cannot ſup- 
poſe, that our Saviour -would have charged his apoſ- 
tles to teach and infiſt upon it, that all thoſe whom 
they ſhould baptiſe, ſhould do or obſerve all things 
whatſoever he had commanded. _ 

Again. As a qualification for baptiſm, it is abſo- 
lutely neceſſary that a perſon be in covenant with God; 
for baptiſin is a mark and loten of the covenant ; this 
mark and token cannot be fixed on any, excepting 
ſuch as have a viſible covenant relation to God 
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And, when a perſon takes upon him the covenant, he 
engages to do all the duties of the covenant ; this muſt 
be a neceſſary qualification for baptiſm, And can 
any pretend that it is a greater thing, or requires 
higher qualifications to do the duties of the covenant ; 
than 7o engage lo do them? And is not the Lord's Sup= 

er a covenant duty? Does not the covenant compre- 
55 all duties? Moſt certainly it does. And does not 
God make over all the benefits, privileges, and bleſ- 
ſings of the covenant to his covenant people? There 

is nothing more manifeſt than that he does. If theſe 
things be ſo, how can there be higher qualifications 
requifite for the Lord's Supper than for baptiſm, ſince 
it is abſolutely neceſſary that there be a covenant rela- 
tion to God in order to baptiſm ? Since the covenant 
does extend to all Chriſtian duties—and ſince God be- 
queaths all the bleſſings and privileges of the cove- 
nant to men, on the ſole condition of their being in 
covenant with him, it is without the leaſt ſhadow of 
reaſon that it is urged, that men may be qualified for 
baptiſm and not for the Lord's Supper; for being in 
covenant with God is the condition of all covenant 
bleſſings; is the alone qualification for baptiſm, for 
the Lord's Supper, and for all the bleſſings of Chriſt's 
kingdom. So that the practice of owning the cove- 
nant cannot be grounded on any real difference, in 
point of qualification for the two ordinances, baptiſm 
and the Lord's Supper. 

But ſome may poſſibly ſay, that baptiſm is only an 
introduction into Chriſt's ſcheol, and ſo does not ſup- 
poſe that a perſon is fully inſtructed into the Chriſtian 
religion, and prepared for all its ordinances. 

Anſwer. That muſt be an egregious miſtake; for 
as baptiſm is a zoken of the covenant, and ſuppoſes that 
a perſon is in the covenant, ſo it always ſuppoſes that 
a perſon is inſtructed into the nature of i it, and acquain- 
ted with the capital duties which are contained in it. 
And it is exceedingly evident, that our Saviour him- 
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ſelf ſuppoſed, that ſuch inſtruction was neceſſary to 
precede baptiſm, as qualified a perſon, an adult, to ob- 
ierve 85 ne capital duties of the Chriſtian religion, 
Hence, when he ſent his apoſtles to baptiſe, he charg- 
ed him i in their commiſſion, ii to teach, then to bap- 
tiſe. Inſtruction was to precede baptiſm ; and the 
inſtruction was, doubtleſs, to extend to all thoſe duties 
which would be incumbent on them, in conſequence 
of baptiſm: and choſe were all the duties of the Chriſ- 
tian religion; for they were to teach them to obſerve 
all things whatſoever Chriſt had commanded them. 
This objection, therefore, proceeds from miſtaken 
conceptions of che nature and deſign of baptiſm. 

It may be further urged, that there muſt be greater 
qualifications requiſite for the Lord's Supper than 
covenanting, becauſe we find ſuch ſpecial judgments 
threatned to, na actually inflicted upon the profaners 
of the Lord's Supper, as cannot be found reſpecting, 
the N covenanter. It is faid © He that eateth 
and drinketh unworthily, eateth and drinketh damna- 
tion to himielt.” And the Corinthians who profan- 
ed the ordinance of the Lord's Supper, were vilited 

vich the juagment of peſtilenc e, whereas there are no 
ſuch w varnings given againſt covenanting unworthily. 

Anßwer. What the apotile means by damnation, in 
the pai:age ju {t mentioned, is judgement ; teaching us, 
thar ſuch as profane that ordinance do expoſe them- 
ſelves to the awful ju dgmente of heaven: And this 
was exemplified in the Corinitnans, who ſuffered by 
the judgment of peſt! lence, : as a puniſhment for their 
profaning that ordinance. But, has not God warned 
us in as ſolemn a inenner againſt covenanting un- 
v . g Did not God chreaten Iſrael with great and 
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ferrite jud Zvents, ſoc drawing near to him with heir 
J. p M bilſt their ncarts Ware far from him? Turn your 
artcutton, alio, 0 the calc of Aunanuias and Sappbira. 
They had ſoleranly covenanted to dedicate themſelves 
and their eſtate to Fog tervice of God; but they dealt 
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deceitfully with him, and kept back part of the price 


for which they had ſold their inheritance. And did 
God behold their conduct with greater indifferency, 
than the conduct of the Corinthians when they profan- 
ed the Lord's Supper? No; for he ſent the moſt aw- 
ful judgment upon them ; they were ſtruck dead in an 
inſtant! 

Upon the whole, therefore, lex us turn our attention 
which way we will, we have the utmoſt reaſon to con- 
clude, that the qualifications for covenanting or bap- 
tiſm, are as great as thoſe for the Lord's Supper; and 
ſo there cannot be any neceſlity of the practice of on- 
ing the covenant, on account of a diveriity of qualifi- 
cations, reſpecting the ordinances of baptiſm and the 
Lord's Supper. But, 

Sthly, It is urged, chat notwithſtanding the qualifi- 
cations for baptiſm and the Lord's Supper are oze and 
the ſame, yet, in as much as ſame may 7hinuk them- 
ſelves qualified for baptiſm, and at the ſame time 
ſcruple their qualifications tor the Lord's Supper, king- 
neſs, tenderneſs and condeſcenſion to the ſcrupulous, re- 
quire that we admit them to the former in a neglect of 
the latter. What is here urged, I take to be the great 
ſupport of the practice, in the view of the molt of thoſe 
who are in it. 

ReyLy. I am an advocate for kindneſs and tender- 
neſs, and would act ſuch a part as real kindneſs and 
tenderneſs require ; but herein I muſt be directed by 
God, who beſt knows what is moſt for his glory and 
the good oi men. We may not go to unjuſtifiable 
lengths, under the notion of kindne/s and tenderneſs. 
And, for my part, I am unable to find the leaſt warrant 
in ſcripture, for ſetting aſide, or diſpenſing with plain 
inſtituted duties, in condeſceniion to the unjuſt ſcru- 
ples or prejudices of men. There are precepts and 
examples in abundance, for making nd:fferent things 
give way to the ſer uples and prejudices of mankind 
But there is neither precept nor example for mabing 
divine ordinances and 1 Nlitutions g give way to ſuch ſcru- 
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ples and prejudices. Jndifferent things ought to be 
ſacrificed to them; but divine πνilulious may not be 
diſpenſed with; they are more ſacred than groundleſs 
prejudices*. We do well in giving up indifferent things 
for the ſake of eaſing the conſciences of the ſcrupulous, 
and in condeſcenſion to the prejudices of the weak, 
but the moment we ſet aſide, or diſpenſe with divine 
inſtitutions for that purpoſe, we do that which is with- 
out any ſcripture precept or example. We have as 
good a right to give up every law and inſtitution of 
Chriſt's kingdom, as one particular inſtitution ; for 
they are equally binding and cloathed with the ſame 
authority. 

What St. Paul ſays, reſpecting the condeſcenſion we 
ought to uſe towards © him that is weak in the faith,” 
wholly reſpects indifferent things, ſuch as particular 
days, meats and drinks; he docs not give the leaſt inti- 
mation, that we muſt give up or diſpenſe with plain 
inſtitutions for the fake of gratifying or giving eaſe to 
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* A ſcruple relative to an attendance upon the ſacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, has been conſidered, as being very /acred indeed | But on what ac- 
count or for what good reaſon, I am utterly unable to conceive. The inſti- 
tution of the Lord's Supper is a very plain one; and what can there be, which 
ſhould render a ſcruple, as to attending upon it, fo very virtuous, or even in- 
nocent ? If a ſervant ſhould ſcruple to comply with the will of his maiter, in 
a caſe where his will was obvious, and his demand reaſonable, would ſuch a 
{cruple be thought an excuſe! Scruples, as to doing what Chriſt moſt manz- 

eftly requires and demands, cannot, certainly, be the moſt innocent {cruples. 
Tt it ſhould be ſaid, that the ſcrupulous perſon only ſcruples his gualrfecations 
to do as Chriſt directs, ſtill it is difficult to conceive, how it can be conſidered 
as an excuſe or apology ; for a perſon not being prepared to do his Lord's 
will, when he knows what it is, was not conſidered by our Saviour himſelf, 
as aftording the moſt acceptable apology. He ſays, ** That ſervant ſhould be 
beaten with many ſtripes.“ | : 

A pciſon being very /erious in ſcrupling to do as Chriſt demands, or in 
ſcrupling his own qualifications to do it, does not, as I can conceive, afford 
the leaſt apology or excuſe. If a perſon ſhould ſcruple to do that which 18 
expreſsly forbidden, it would be a virtuous ſcruple : but when he ſcruples to 
do that which is expreſsly required, the ſe ruple, inſtead of being virtuous, or 
even innocent, muſt become cr:7mmnal.” It is not to be wondered at, that men 
mould ſometimes ſcruple to do what other men require; but it is ſomewhat 
ſurpriſing, that they ſhould ſcruple to do what JESUS CHRIST expreſaly do- 
mands, and conſider it as U7iu6us and ucritoricus. 


E 
the weak and ſcrupulous}. And the inſtance of Paul's 


circumciſing Timothy, in condeſcention to the preju- 
dices of the Jews, is far from affording an example of 
ſuch condeſcenſion as that which we have now under 
conſideration. Paul, in circumciſing Timothy, diſ- 
enſed with no divine inſtitution. It was a matter of 
perfect indifferency in itſelf, whether Timothy were cir- 
cumciſed or not, as circumciſion was then aboliſhed z 
but, in as much as his being circumciſed would re- 
commend him to the Jeus, Paul conſents to it; it 
was a matter of as much indifferency in the view of 
Paul, as whether Timothy ſhould be cloathed in black 
or white. He ſacrificed or diſpenſed with no inſtitu- 
tion, in condeſcenſion to the prejudices of the Jews; 
he only gave way lo far to their prejudices, as to make 
uſe of that which was as indifferent, in its nature, as 
any thing that can be named. I truſt, it muſt hence 
appear, that we have no right to make uſe of the con- 
acicenſion that is now plead for; we ought to be con- 
deſcending in matters of indifierency, yet we have no 
right to dil penſe with divine inſtilulions. 

Although what has been ſaid does ſufficiently ſhow, 
that we have no right to diſpenſe with an attendance 
upon the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, as there is 
nothing in ſcripture that warrants it; and ſo that en- 
derneſs to the ſcrupulous does by no means require it; 
yet, I would ſuggeſt a few things further, which may 
tend to give further conviction. And, 

Iſt. The ſtate of ſuch a perſon as ſcru ples his quali- 
fications for an attendance upon the Lord's Supper, 
while he thinks himſelf qualified to receive the ſeal of 
baptiſm, is ſuch as requires a very different kind of 
treatment from indulging and condęſcending to grati- 
fy it. 

: The true ſtate of the caſe 1s this, the perſon is in an 
error; for he is either qualified for both ordinances or 


+ See Rom. xiy, 
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for neither. What is wanting, in this caſe, is light 
and inſtruction. Our proper buſineſs is to teach and 
inſtruct him. To begin with him here would be aim- 
ing at the difficulty; it would be acting the part of 
fk1llful phyſicians, who aim at the diſeaſe, or like ſur- 
geons who make their applications directly to the 


38 


wound. And I cannot think, that there would be any 


vw 


great difficulty in removing rea! and honeſt ſcruples, 
were we painful and laborious in our endeavors. But 


if we are ſuperficial and eafily glide over them, we 


ſhall rather confirm than remove them. This muſt 


be the only proper method of application. Since the 
perſon is really in an error, and wants light and in- 
ſtruction, it muſt be our proper buſineſs to communi- 
cate it to him in all poſſible ways; the nature of his 
caſe calls for it. Beſides, 

2dly. It is far from being an act of kindneſs and len- 
derne/s to indulge the ſcruples of ſuch, who think 
themſelves qualified for covenanting and baptiſm, and 
not for the Lord's Supper. It is not an act of 1 
nets to the {crupulous. 
Indulging ſuch ſcruples, has a direct tendency to 
confirm them; for whatever we may ſay about their 
being groundle/s, we by indulging them fo far as to ad-, 
mit lach to privileges, do in fact allow them all the 
weight 4 hg vell-gron unded ſcruples: And it will be more 
diſncult than ever to convince a perſon that his ſcru- 
ples are groundleſs, if a church act as if they were 
well jounded. Beſides, tolcrating ſuch ſcruples only 
makes perſons eaſy under them. After their {cruples 
are indulged and their children are baptiſed, they are 
Jeſs concerned than ever to remove them; and one 
ſpecial motive to be painful and laborious in making 
ticir way clear to the table of the Lord is removed, 
and will never have any more influence. Were we 


actuated, therefore from a true regard to the real in- 


tereſt of the ſcrupulous, we ſhould never indulge ſuch 


a ſeruple, * endeavor, in all poſſible ways, to re- 
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zdly. Another thing which forbids indulgence; in 
the caſe under conſideration, is the inffuence it woulg 
have on others. 

Indulgence of the ſcruple under conſideration is not 
only without a warrant from ſcripture, and injurious 


to the real intereſt of the ſcrupulous, but it hurts: 


others ; it begets juſt ſuch ſcruples in the minds of 
others: When perlons are trained up under a prac- 
tice, which makes a diſtinction between the two ordi- 
nances, it naturally and almoſt unavoidably leads them 
to think, that there is a real diſtinction; and fo mul- 
titudes grow up in the belief of it; thouſands are 
taught it by the practice, who would never have 
thought of any diſtinction, had not the practice in- 
ſtilled it into them in the earlieſt part of life. 

When perſons, therefore, think themſelves qualifi- 
ed for covenanting and the privilege of baptiſm, and 
yet doubt and ſcruple their qualifications for the 
Lord's Supper, inſtead of 1ts being a duty and an act 
of Kindneſs to grant the former in the · neglect of the 
latter, there is every thing forbids it. It is contrary 
to the real intereſt of the ſcrupulous ; it has a bad in- 
fluence on others: And to diſpenſe with inſtitutions, 
in condeſcenſion to the erroneous ſcruples and preju- 
dices of men, is without any warrant from ſcripture. 
The ſcripture recommends condeſcenſion to the weak- 
neſs, ignorance and prejudices of men, ſo far as to 
make indiſſerent things give way, but no where does 
it teach us to ſacrifice plain and expreſs rnſtitutious to 
them. 

Sꝙthly. Another thing which has been mentioned 
in favor of the practice of owning the covenant, is 
this; That if perſons ſhould come to the Lord's table 


and be unworthy communicants, their guilt would be 


greater than if they had only owned their covenant, 
and never attended upon the inſtitution of the Lord's 
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Rrrrr. What is now urged is rather a reaſon, why 
perſons would choo/e to have the privilege of baptiſm 
without attending upon the other inſtitution, than an 


argument that it is the will of God they ſhould. The 
eaſe is the ſame as to all the privileges men enjoy: 


if they miſimprove them, their guilt and condemna- 


tion will be enhanced: But can we from thence infer, 
that it is the will of God, that men ſhould turn their 
backs on all the means of grace, and privileges of the 
goſpel ? If perſons ſhould own the covenant in an un- 
worthy manner, it would involve them in greater guilt 
than if they had never protaned the covenant : But, 
can we from thence infer, that it is the will of God 
they ſhould receive baptiſm without ſo much as own- 
ing the covenant? Certainly we cannot. But we 
might juſt as well conclude, that it is the will of God 
perſons ſhould have the privilege of baptifm without 


_ owning the covenant, or even attending to one inſti. 


tuted mean of grace, as that it is God's will they 
ſhould have ſuch a privilege in a neglect of the Lord's 
Supper, on account of the fuperior guilt they would 
incur by an unworthy attendance upon that inſtitu- 
tion; for it is as true, that a miſimprovement of eve- 
ry goſpel privilege, enhances the guilt of men, as that 
their guilt is increaſed by an unworthy attendance 
upon the Lord's Supper. 

Beſides, as the qualifications for covenanting and 
the Lord's Supper are one and the ſame, as the latter 
is only a branch or a duty of the covenant, ſo perſons 
have no reaſon to Fear attending upon the Lord's Sup- 
per, when they are well ſatisſied reſpecting their qua- 


li ficatclon for covenan ting. There, is, therefore, no oc- 


caſion for any abatement here, 1n as much as the qua- 


lific gions are the ſame in both caſes, If it ſhould be 
gr that a perion would 1ncur greater guilt by at- 
ten pon the Lord's Supper, in an unworthy man- 
ner, f he ſhould neglect to attend upon it, and 


tha ere a ſufficient reaſon for his enjoy ing bap- 


31 . 


kilm in a neglect of the Lord's Supper, we muſt, for 
the ſame reaſon; view it as a duty, to grant perſons 
the privilege of baptiſm, without ſo much as owning 
the covenant; or even attending on one mean of grace, 
for in profaning the covenant or the means of grace, 
they would incur. greater guilt than if they had never 
been guilty of ſuch profanation, So that what is here 
urged in favor of owning the covenant cannot be 
viewed as any reaſon for it; for it equally. excludes 
even the neceſſity of owning the covenant, and makes 
it as neceſſary to diſpenſe with hat, as with an attend- 
ance upon the Lord's Supper; for it is as true 
that he that covenants in an unworthy manner has 
greater guilt than if he had not pretended to covenant 
at all, as 1t is, that he that communes in an unworthy 
manner; incurs greater guilt than in neglecting to at- 
tend upon the Lord's Supper; and if it be a ſufficient 
reaſon for excuſing perſons in the latter caſe, it muſt 
be in the former. Again, 

rothly. Some; in juſtification of the practice of 
owning, the covenant, have ſaid, that John the Baptiſt 
adminiſtered baptiſm in his day; and thoſe to whom 
he adminiſtered it; certainly did not attend upon the 
inſtitution of the Lord's Supper. 

 RteeLy. In the days of John the Baptiſt, the Lord's 
Supper was not inſtituted; and ſo it could not be 
viewed as a covenant duty, or a neglect of it a defect 
in a chriſtian profeſſion : But the caſe is very eſſen- 
tially different now, ſince the Lord's Supper is inſti- 


tuted and made an incumbent duty on all Profeſſors | 


of chriſtianity: 
11thly. Another thing, which is of great weight 
with many; that has been urged in favor of ownin 
the covenant is this; that if this practice be excluded, 
multitudes of children will be unbaptiſed, and in a 
ſtate of heatheniſm. ®_ | 
ReeLy. The beſt truths and the moſt reaſonable 
inſtitutions may be — it is poſſible this may 
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but if the practice of owning the covenant be not with-- 
in the limits of divine inſtitution, we are not at liber4 
ty to alter and lower down the inſtitution, in compli- 
ance with th&taſte and inclinations of mankind. If 
men cannot find it in their hearts to receive and com- 
ply with divine inſtitutions as they come from God, 
wwe muſt not alter them and lower them down to their 
humours and inclinations. We may not warp off 
from divine inſtitutions for the ſake of making pro- 
ſelytes. It would, however, be a matter ot juſt la- 
mentation that children ſhould be unbaptiſed, becauſe 
their parents cannot find it in their hearts to make a 
complete dedication of themſelves to God, and to bear 
a memorial of the dying love of the Redeemer but it 
ought to be conſidered, that the cauſe of lamentation 
muſt ariſe from the unreaſonable ſtate of men's minds, 
and not from the unreaſonableneſs and feverity of ſuch 
an inſtitution, as makes ſuch a complete dedication of 
themſelves indiſpenſably necellary to that ſeal of the 
covenant. 

r2thly. It has been urged, im favour of the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant, that if none may be ad. 
mitted to the ordinance of baptitm, unleſs they attend 
upon the Lord's Supper, men will ruſh on, unprepar- 
ed, to the table, of the. Lord. ; 

ReyLy. No plan can be anſwerable for the abuſes 
it may ſuffer. If perſons will ruth on unprepared to 
the Lord's Supper, for the ſake of having their chil- 
dren baptiſed, they muſt anſwer for their raſhneſs. 
The ſame perſons would covenant unworthily too, for 
the ſake of the ſame privilege, If we would lower 
down the inſtitation ſo that it could be liable to no 
abuſe from the inconſiderateneſs or raſhneſs of men, 
we muſt inſiſt on no quali fications at all. If men are 
ſo cager to obtain baptiſm, as is ſuppoſed in what is 
now urged, they will covenant in an unworthy man- 
ner to obtain it. If men will make ſuch an idol of 
baptiim as to ruth © upon the thick boſſes” of the 
buckler of the Moſt High to obtain it, they muſt an- 


V 
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ſwer it to him, If we would effectually remove all 
danger ariſing from the raſhneſs and inconſiderate- 
neſs of men, we muſt diſpenſe with all terms and qual- 
ifications; we mult not even retain . the practice of 
owning the covenant, - So that what is now urged is 
nothing in favour of owning the covenant, and cannot 
be viewed as any objection to its excluſion. . 4 
13thly, In ſupport of the practice under conſide- 
ration, it has been further ſaid ; That people ought to 
be encouraged in every religious motion. If they can- 
not now. bind themſelves to do every thing, yet let 
them proceed as far as they can. This will encourage 
them to proceed further; whereas, if they may not 
proceed as far as their pre/en! light and inclination will 
admit, they will be diſcouraged from doing any thing. 
ReeLy. It is readily admitted, that every reaſona- 
ble meaſure ought to be taken, to encourage men to 
do their duty ? but nothing ought to be done, which 
indicates that they are ſomething which they are not. 
_- Baptiſm is deſigned as a public mark that men are 
chriſtians or diſciples, It was not deſigned to indi- 
cate that they are parily ſuch—that they have taken 
ſome ſteps towards it, by doing /ome of the things which 
are required to be done by chriſtians. Were there any 
inſtituted way to ſignify, how far perſons have pro- 
ceeded, Who have not become chriſtians altogether, 
in practice, ſuch a ſign might, with propriety, be uſed ; 
but there is the greateſt impropriety, in uſing a mark 
or ſign, which indicates, that the perſons. on whom it 
is ſet, have become chriſtians in All, when, in fact, 
they have only advanced ſome ſteps towards it. There- 
in the inconſiſtency of the practice under conſidera- 
tion appears; for in the adminiſtration of baptiſm, 
according to it, a public mark is ſet, of perſons be- 
coming chriſtians, when in reality they have only tak- 
en ſome ſteps towards it. Now, although it be true, 
that religious motions are to be properly encouraged ; 
yet it is perfectly unreaſonable, that we ſhould ſet the 
8 of their having become chriſtians in full, when 
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from a deſire of ſharing in thoſe privileges? 


3 1 


in fact, according to what is ſuppoſed in what is now 
urged, they have only ſet out to do ſomething, but not all 
that which is required of chriſtians. ' This would be 
impoſing on the chriſtian world, for the ſake of en- 
couraging individuals, to make further progrefs to- 
wards being real chriſtians. Baptiſm was not deſign- 
ed as an encouragement to men to become chriſtians, but 
as a poſitive mant that they are already ſuch. So that 
no argument for the practice can be derived from 
what is now urged, there is no reaſon for the practice 
in that view of it; but the higheſt impropriety, as the 
deſign of baptiſm is to ſignity, that perſons are already 
chnitians, not that they have made e ome motions and 
taken ame ſteps towards it. 

Beſides, granting chriſtian privileges before men 
get to be really chriſtians does not tend in the leaſt, 
ro encourage them to ſtrive for further attainments ; 
but the reverſe. If perſons are admitted to chriſtian 
privileges ſhort of their being fully chriſtians,” they 


have nothing further, of hal nature to induce them 


to make further advances. If the privileges and im- 
munities of a civil community were reſtricted to ſuch 
as are, in all reſpects, loyal, there would be the ſtrong- 
eſt inducements to loyalty, in the view of all ſuch as 
were deſirous of ſharing in thoſe honors and privi- 
leges; but if, on the contrary, thoſe who are loyal in 
ſome reſpects only, may ſhare in them, as well as thoſe 
who keep ll the laws of the community, what induce- 
ments to loyalty, are there remaining, which ariſe 

It muſt be thus, in the caſe under conſideration. 
If chriſtian privileges may be adminiſtered to ſuck 
only as become chriſtians in uli, there is, every in- 
ducement to become ſuch; but if ſuch privileges 

may be conferred on ſuch, as are only ſuppoſed to have 
taken. ſome ſteps towards it, what inducement 1 is left 
to ſuch perſons, to make further progrels, ariling from 
a defire of enjoying chriſtian privileges: a THF! have 
already attained them. 5 


N 


Further acquirements are not neceſſary in this view 
of it — They have nothing further to expect They 
can obtain all ſuch privileges with thei! preſent ac- 
quirements. 

It is certain, therefore, that the practice of owning 
the covenant is not neceſſary, as an inducement tõ 
thoſe perſons to make further progreſs in religion, 
who cannot bind themſelves to an attendance on alf 
chriſtian duties. It is ſo far from having a tendency 


to it, as that it has a moſt natural tendenẽy to induce | 


them to reſt caſy with preſent acquirements; for if 
they are ſufficient to entitle to chriſtian privileges, the 
inducement to ſtrive for ſomething further is remov- 
ed. But if, on the contrary, chriſtian privileges are 
reſtricted to thoſe, who ſhall attend to all the com- 
mands of Chriſt, All the original motives, to induce 
perſons to make proficiency 3 in religious acquirements, 
do remain in fult force. 

There muſt, certainly, be the higheſt impropriety, 
in fixing the mark of chriſtians in l on ſuch, as are 
only chriſtians in pas; 1. e. to ſuch as only ſee their 
way clear to attend to / part of their duty. As has 
already been obſerved, if there were any inſtituted 
mark, which was deſigned to ſignify, how many Neps 
a perſon had taken towards being a chriftian in full, 
there might be a propriety in making uſe of it, when 

zerfons had begun and taken ſome ſteps towards be- 
ing ſuch; but inaſmuch as baptiſm is deſigned to fig- 
_ nity, that perſons are already chriſtians, fo there is a, 
manifeſt impropriety in adminiſtering it to perſons, 
who have only ſet out and taken ſome RI ſhort of 
the whole, towards it. 

On the whole, I think it as evident as a truth can 
well be, that there is no propriety in the practice, 
when the nature of it is confidered : and, it is equally 
evident, that it is not neceſſary as an inducement to 
perſons to make further progreſs in religious acquire- 

ents: but on the contrary, that it has a direct ten- 
dency to induce them to reſt eaſy with preſent attain- 
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ments; becauſe, on that plan, they can have all the 
privileges they defire or aſk for, with the progreſs and 
attainments they have already made. So that what is 
now urged affords not the leaſt argument for the prac- 
tice ; it is rather a weighty reaſon for its abolition. 

I have now taken notice of every thing that I can 
recollect to have heard bffered in favor of the practice 
of owning the covenant; I would now defire you-to 
take what has been ſaid into ſerious conſideration, and 
to judge upon it with 7zmpartzality. * Search the 
ſcriptures”? to ſee if things be not really fo ; and re- 
member that you are accountable for your faith as well 
as your practice. I {ſhall now proceed as was pro- 
poſed, | | 

II. To exhibit, a number of things to view, which 
ſhow the unſcriptural nature of the practice of owning 
the covenant ; and why it ought to be aboliſhed. 

I would atk your ferious attention to what will now 
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- be offered, and hope you will exerciſe all that, impar- 
i | tialty which becomes accountable creatures, when at- 
FA tending to matters that are intimately connected with 
135 the n of Chriſt's kingdom i in the world. 

Þ In replying to the various things which have been 


urged i in favor of the practice, I have had occaſion to 
touch on the principal things, which I have in my 
' mind againſt it; ſo that much leſs enlargement will 
5 now be made, on many things that will be ſuggeſted, 
pa than would otherwiſe have been neceſſary. And it is 
1 hoped, that what has been ſaid will be carefully re- 
| membered. I now proceed to fay, | 
© 1ſt. That one reaſon which has great weight in my 
1 mind, for the abolition of the practice of adminiſtering 

5 baptiſm to the ſeed of ſuch parents, who profeſſedly 
xe practically withhold their attendance upon the ſa- 
crament of the Lord's Supper, 1 is this, it does not ap- 
pear that the apoſtles were in it. 

It does not appear from any thing the apoſtles aid 

or did that they were acquainted with ſuch a practice, 
L am ſenſible, that in ſome inſtances, it is not ſaid Nat 
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thoſe who were baptiſed, ſuch as the Eunuch, Cornelius 
and others; were holden to an attendance upon the in- 
ſtitution of the Lord's Supper; yet there is as much 
ſaid reſpecting that inſtitution as any other chriſtian 
duty: and we have as much reaſon to believe, that the 
apoſtles conſidered them as holden to attend upon the 
inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, as often as they 
ſhould have opportunity, as upon any one chriſtian du- 
ty. We may as well ſuppoſe, that ſome whom the 
apoſtles admitted to the ordinance of baptiſm were to 
attend on no one chriſtian duty, as that they were not 
to attend on the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper; for, 
in the caſes juſt mentioned, there is as much mention 
made of the Lord's Supper as any other duty. It is no 
where ſaid, that they did tolerate adults in an omiſſion 
of the Lord's Supper. What reaſon, therefore, have 
we to conclude they did practiſe ſuch a toleration ? 
Such a concluſion muſt be altogether arbitrary. Some 
who have been profeſſed advocates for the practice of 


owning the covenant, have acknowledged it as an un- 


doubted fact, that all the diſciples (in the apoſtles 
days) did attend upon the memorial of Chriſt's death. 
One, in particular, when ſpeaking of the Lord's Sup- 
per, ſays, “This was an ordinance appointed for the 
whole body of Chriſt's viſible church to attend upon, 
who profefled the chriſtian faith. And accordingly 
they thus practiſed in the apoſtles* days, as all their 
diſciples attended upon this memorialf.”” Others 
have looked upon it very doubtful, whether the prac- 
tice'of owning the covenant be agreeable tothe practice 
of the apoſtles ; or within the limits of divine inſtitu- 
tion; for, it cannot otherwife be accounted for, that 
ſome fhould ſay, they are not for the practice whilſt 
they are in it; and another, that ſcarcely oze miniſter 
in the nation is pleaſed with it. 
Now, unleſs there be ſufficient evidence, that the 
practice of admitting perſons to the privilege of bap- 
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18 
tiſm, who profeſſedly and practically withhold their 
attendance upon the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, 
was known to the apoſtles; what reaſon can be oftered 
for the practice now? Were not the apoſtles ſufficient- 
ly condeſcending ? Or, is it more neceſſary now than 
in the àpoſtles days? I hat cannot be pretended; for 
if it were ever neceſſary, it was then, when the difcie 
ples they made emerged out of a fate of heatheniſm, 
and had not the advantages of a religious education 
from the carlieſt days of childhood. If the apoſtles 
were in the practice of owning the covenant, as now 


under conſideration, it would have appeared from 


ſome thing they ſaid or did : bur it is no more evi- 
dent that they tolerated their diſciples in an omiſſion 
of the Lord's Supper than any other duty. And it is 
certain, if the apoſtles were not in that practice, we 
have no kind of warrant for it; for they were certain- 
ly as well acquainted with the will of Chriſt as we, can 
pretend to be. And among all the inſtances of their 
condeſcenſion, it does not appear, that they ever made 
any la w or inſtitution of Chriſt's kingdom give way to 
the weakneſs, ſcr uples or prejudices of mankind. 

2dly. Another reaſon for the abolition of the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant, or adminiſtering baptiſm 
to ſuch adults as withho!d their attendance upon the 
ſacrament of the Lord's Supper, is this, it is in a de- 
gree a perverſion of the end and deſign of baptiſm. | 

If we are to form our notions concerning the end 
and deſign of baptiſm, from the uſe and deſign of cir- 
cumcifion, we muſt view it as a mark and 7oken of the 
covenant.* It is not a token of a partial covenant ; 
but that a perſon is u in the covenant, or under en- 
gagements to do a/ covenant duties. Now, baptiſm, 
when adminiſtered to ſuch, who do not mean to en- 
gage to attend upon a! the duties of the covenant, and 
are not underſtood as engaging this, cannot with any 
propriety be uſed as a ſcal or 7oken of the whole cove- 
nant ; for the perſon is not yull in the covenant ; or 


* Gen. Xvii. 11: 
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which is the ſame thing, he is not under engageineiits 
to do or attend upon all the duties of the covenant.— 
The Lord's Supper is a covenant duty; but ſuch as own 
the covenant, as now under conſideration, do not mean 
to engage to do this, or to live in the obſervation of that 
inſtitution : Their covenant 1s therefore partial, it 
does not extend to all the duties of the covenant. —- 
There is therefore this inconfiſtency in adminiſtering 
baptiſm to ſuch as only make ſuch a covenant, it fixes 
that which was deſigned and intended as a mark of the 
whole covenant; to a covenant which. is fort of the 
whole ; that 1s, to a covenant which does not include 
complete fubjection.F It may be ſaid, that the perſon 
who enters into covenant; may /uppo/e that he engages 
every thing that 1s required of him ; yet; inaſmuch as 
he rcally does not, we ought rather to ſet him right, 
than to miſuſe the ſeal, or in any meaſure pervert the 
end and deſign of baptiſm. Again, 

Zdly. If we may infer any thing, concerning the 
practice now under conſideration, from the laws and 
rules which God gave his church, under the Jewiſh 
diſpenſation, it muſt be this, that it ought to be aboliſn- 
e 

The rules and laws which God gave his church, un- 
der the former diſpenſation, did not admit of a prac- 
tice of that nature; for it was expreſsly ordered, that 
he who kept not the paſſover, ſhould be cut off from 
from his people. There was no toleration of ſuch a 
neglect or omiſſion. It is true, if a Jew thould hap- 


Some feem to inſiſt upon it, that the covenant ſuch make who own the 
covenant, as tis called, is full and complete; but it is certain they do not en- 
gage to attend upon all chriſtian duties; their Covenant does not extend to all 
covenant duties; or fo far as the covenant of other profeſſors. It may be 
granted, it is not, ſtrifly ſpeaking, a half-way covenant ; but it can't be pre- 
tended that ĩt 18 full and complete, for if omitting one covenant duty does not 
render a covenant incomplete, omitting two does not; and if omitting two 
does not, then omitting all covenant duties would not. I am unable to con- 
ceive what we are to underſtand by a complete covenant, unleſs it be an en- 
gagement to do all the duties of the covenant : And if this be what we ate 
to underſtand by it, then ſuch as do not engage to do all the duties of the cor 
enant, are not in a complete covenant ſtanding, 
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pen to he unclean or on a diſtant journey at the time 
the paſſover was to be kept, he was tolerated in 
an omitfion of it until the next month; but net till the 
next annual return of the paſſover, on any pretence 
whatever.  'Fhat conſtitution did not admit one to a 
ſtanding in the church, or among God's people, who 
lived in a neglect of one public inſtitution.f Some 
will ſay, perhaps, that when it is ſaid that he that “ for- 
beareth to keep the paſſover'' ſhall. be cut off from his 
people, it is meant one, who ſhall neglect to keep it 
out of. //zghtand contempt 3 but with much greater rea- 
ſon it may be ſaid, that it meant every perſon, who for 
any reaſon whatever mould hve in an habitual omiſ- 
fon. of that inſtitution; for there is no diſtinction 
made ; and the whole account teaches us, that no ex- 
cuſe or apology could be offered, excepting defile- 
ment or being on a diſtant journey, and that was con- 
ſidered as a ſufficient excuſe, only for an occaſional 
omiſſion; or delaying to keep it for one month. 

There is ſomething e ftriking and ſtgnificant, in 
God's making ſuch ſpecial proviſion for ſuch as could 


not keep the paſſover on the fourteenth day of the firſt 


month: God's making it neceſſary to keep it by them- 


ſelves, on the fourteenth day of the next month, evi- 


dently teaches us, that God did inſiſt upon it that ſuch 
as had a x ſtanding | in his church, or among his coven- 
ant people, ſhould by no means live in a neglect or 
omiſſion of one capital inſtitution. So that if we may 
collect aay thing from the conſtitution of the Fewiſh 
church, reſpecting the practice of owning the coven- 
ant, it is this: chat it ought never to have been in- 
troduced; and fo ought now to be abolithed. 
athly. Another reafon for the abolition of the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant is, its contrariety to the 
lain ſenfe and meaning of the commiſſion which 
Chriſt gave his apoſtles, when he ſent them forth: to 
daptiſc. 
The commiſſion which Chriſt __ his apoſtles was 


+ Num. ix. 1—13. 
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exprefied i in theſe words: © Go ye therefore, and teach 
all nations, baptiſing them in the name of che F ather, 
and of che Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt; ;—feaching 
i#bem to obſerve ALL things whatſoever 1 have commanded 
gn. T Now the moſt plain and obvious meaning of 


this commiſſion is this :— Go ye and teach all na- 


tions, that is Jews and Gentiles teach them the 
nature and duties of the Chriftian religion :—And 
having led them to an underſtanding of them things, 

if any ſhould be ſo far convinced of their reality, im- 
portance and excellency as to be deſirous of embrac- 
ing and engaging in my cauſe and ſervice, do you bap- 
tile them, or ſer upon them the mark of my followers 
and ſubjects : But, in the mean time, do you inſiſt up- 
on it, that they a obſerve all things *whatſoever 1 have 
commanded you ,**—that they live in the practice of all 
the duties of the chriſtian religion; for, I would not 
have you ſet the mark belonging to my ſubjects, upon 
ſuch as live in the neglect of the things which I have 


commanded and enjoined ; or upon {ſuch as are not 


really ſubject to my will, as ſigniſiod in my commands 


and inſtitutions.— This is the moſt plain and natural 
import of the commiſſion, And, without any further 
comment upon it, it muſt appear to be directly op- 

ſed to the practice of owning. the covenant, which 
admits thoſe to baptiſm, who donot mean to be under- 
{tood to engage an attendance upon a plain command- 
ed duty, and are not conſidered by others as cenſurable 
for a neglect. 

;thly. Another reaſon for the excluſion of the 


practice of owning the covenant is this: It ſtands op- 


poſed to the will of Chriſt, as ſignified in the inſtitu- 
tion of the Lord's Supper. 

The ordinance of the Lord's Supper is not to be 
viewed, merely as a privilege which men may enjoy, 
put it aught to be conſidered as a duty which is in- 
cumbent on diſciples, as ſuch. The direction, © Ds 


'+ Matt. xxvili, 19, 20, 
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e this in remembrance of me,“ was deſigned for ſome 
body :—And to whom did our Saviour direct himſelf, 
excepting his di/ciples And are not adults, who en- 
Joy the ſeal gf the covenant, diſciples ? Don't the 
church conſider them as ſuch, "when they grant them 
the ſeal of baptiſm ? They moſt certainly do. They 
are, therefore, the very perſons to whom our Saviour 
directs himſelf, when he ſays, “ Do ye this in remem- 
trance of me. This ſhows that the will of Chriſt, as 
ſignified and expreſſed in the inſtitution of the Lord's 
Supper, is of a very different import from that 
practice, which diſpenſes with their attendance upon 
it; and that ſuch a practice ſtands directly oppoſed to 
Chriſt's will as fignified in that inſtitution ; for there 
in Chriſt ſays, do ye this, &c. but this practice clien- 
tially conſiſts in di iſpenſing with an attendance upon 
it. Again, 

6bthly. The practice of owning the covenant is un- 
juſtifiable, as it builds WP one ordinance at the 0 
of another. 
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a The practice of owning the covenant, ifit were made 
5 perfect, would ſtrip the communion table of gueſts. 
Fl: The more it is practiſed, the ſmaller is the number of 
bY thoſe who bear a memorial of Chriſt's love. The plain 
48 language of it is, it is better that the great Redeemer 
PF ſhould be without a memorial, than that worms of the 
off duit ſhould be without the ſeal of the covenant ! The 
PF practice eſſentially conſiſts in diſpenſing with an at- 
1 tendance upon the inſtituted memorial of Chriſt's 
= death, in order to perſons enjoying the ſeal of the cove 

{7 enant, or the privilege of baptiſm. The Lord's Sup- 


| per is ſubordinated to the ordinance of baptiſm 
; by this pra tice. The memorial of Chriſt's death, 
w_ _ is, as it were, ſet aſide, that men may enjoy the ſeal of 
# baptiim. It is more than poſſible, that in proceſs of 
5 | time, this practice will ſtrip the communion table of 
EE gueſts. It is a fact which cannot be diſputed, that 
11 owning the covenant is a place in which men are ex- 
my ceedi g inclined to xeſt eaſy; and it is cqually true, 


F #1 


that the people in ſuch places where the practice hay 
obtained, and is not ſcrupled, run more and more into 
it. And, the practice of owning the covenant, on the 
whole, flouriſhes and thrives on the ruins of the other 
inſtitution ; the one is built up on the ruins of the 
other: And in this view of it, it is altogether unjuſti- 
flable ; as we have no right or warrant-to ſet the or- 
dinances of Chriſt at variance with each other. 

-thly. Another reaſon for the excluſion of the 
practice of oni the covenant is, it ſets up an un- 
Warrantable diſtinction among profeſſed Chriſtians. 

The ſcriptures confider Chriſtians as being of one 
denomination ; not as Chriſtians in part and Chriſti. 
ans in full, They conſider all profeſſors, I mean a- 


dults, as having one faith, one Lord, one baptiſm, &c.“ 


And the apoſtles always addreſſed them as being of one 
denomination. But the practice of owning the coves 
nant makes difterent denominations of chriſtians, 
Thoſe who own he covenant do not mean to engage to 
do ſo much as other profeſſed Chriſtians do; they do 
not mean to engage an attendance upon one plain and 
important inſtitution ; neither do ſuch as admit them 
underſtand them as engaging to do it, or dilciplinable 
if they neglect it. So that there is really a difference 
made by that practice among profeſſors; and ſuch a 
difference too, as is not warranted by any thing reveal 
ed in the ſcriptures : And, for this reaſon, it is a prac- 
tice that ought to be abolithed. | 

8thly. The practice of owning the covenant is ab- 
ſolutely unnece{/ary upon the principles of the goſpel. 

The qualifications for baptiſm and the Lords Sup- 
per are really one and the /ame. Perſons muſt be in 
covenant in order to baptiſm : And being in the cov- 
enant certainly qualifies for. all covenant duties and 
privileges. And there can be no greater or more ſolemn 
tranſaction, than for creatures to covenant with their 
great Creator. It is true, indeed, if perſons mean no 
more by covenanting than to appear well, elernally, 
zhere is no great ſolemnity in it; but if they mean to 

* Eph. iv. 4—6. 
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give up themſelves to | God to be his, and to recelvg_ 


him as their (god, and conſider covenanting as imply- 
ing a heart corr eſponding with the words of the cov- 
enant, it is not only folemn, but it implies every thing 
equiſite to an cep n diſcharge of all Chriſtian 
dutics. 

Befides, > ZW in its nature, implies in it an 
engagement to do 4a covenant duties; for what do 
we mean by covenanting, except it be engaging to do 
the duties of the covenant? And the Lord's s Supper is 


one plain duty of the covenant.— The qualifications 


ſor baptiſm and the Lord's Supper, therefore, being 

one and the ſame, as they are both covenant duties, 

there can be, on the principles of the goſpel, no neceſ. 

ity for the practice of owning the covenant; and as it 

js unneceſſary on goſpel principles, it ought to be 

viewed fo on every principle, and ſo to be aboliſhed. 
Again, 

gthly. Another reaſon which I would offer for the 
abolition of the practice of owning the covenant is 
this : It 1s built upon a principle which cannot, con- 
fiftently, ſtop ſhort of diſpenſing with all chriſtian du- 
ties. 

I am unable to ſee what right or warrant a church 
has to tolerate a perſon i in the neglect of the Lord's 
Supper, rather than in a neglect of any other duty. The 
principle upon which the practice is founded is this : 
That ſcrupulous conſciences muſt be indulged ; but 
if they mult be indulged fo far as to diſpenſe with di- 
vine inſtitutions for their ſake, where will the princi- 


ple end? If one ſcruple muſt be ſo far indulged, why 


not another ? If a perſon may be viewed and treated 
as in Zood ſtanding in the neglect af the Lord's Sup 
per, wh; not for the ſame reaſon in the neglect of any 
other duty? Here is one has doubts and ſcruples reſ- 
pecting the doctrine of original fin another has 
3 reſpecting the divinity of Chriſt a third has 
Icruples about the Chriſtian Sabbath ;—a fourth per- 


fon doubts whether there be any Sabbath at all: Now, 


, 


k 1 


why may we not tolerate all theſe doubts, and a thous 
fand more, ſo far as to give up the neceflity of a behef 
of thoſe doctrines, and the practice of thoſe duties, as 
well as the ſcruple tefpecting the Lord's Supper ? ? 
Why may not a church tolerate one neglect in one 
perſon; anothet neglect in another perſon; and ſo on 
till they tolerate, among them all, 4 neglect of every 
duty of the Chriſtian religion; as well as a neglect of 
the Lord's Supper? If we once begin to diſpenſe with 
an attendance upon divine inſtitutions, on account of 
erroneous ſcruples, I know net where we can fix thofe 
nice bounds which may not be ſuperceded. I am un- 
able to ſee, why othet ordinances muft nor give way to 
fcruples, as well as the Lord's Supper. Is the Lord's 
Supper fo unimportant an inſtitution, as that men 
may be good chriſtians in the neglect of it, and not in 
the neglect of other duties? Why ſhould this be almoſt 
the only neglect which can be tolerated? The principle 
on which the practice of owning the covenant is built, 

if purſued; muſt make thorough work with chriſtian 
duties. If we once begin to diſpenſe with chriſtian du- 
ties, or an attendance upon them, on account of 2x79. 

cons ſcruples, I cannot ſee where we may confiftently 
fop. Furthermore, 

lothly. The conſequences of which the practice of 
owning the covenant is productive, ſhow the impor- 
tance of its being aboliſhed, 

Could we not fee very bad conſequences flowing from 
it, yet, inaſmuch as there appears no room in the inſti- 
tution for it, as it is not ſupported by the practice of 
the apoſtles, and the principle on which it is built is 
fubverſive of all chriſtian duties, it ought to be exclu- 
ded. But the practice is, moſt manifeltly, productive 
of many bad conſequences. | 

rity. It naturally leads men to think; that in cov- 
enanting with God, there is very little ſolemnity. 

This practice leads people to think, that it is a mall 
matter to covenant ; that the obligations on ſuch as 
only covenant are mall, compared with the obligations 
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which are upon thoſe who are in full communion. Te 
is granted that they are told otherwiſe; yet inaſmuch 

as they are admitted out of indulgence to ſuch an o- 
pinion, they will think ſo, and it is moſt manifeſt that 
a great part feel ſo. | | 

2dly. Another evil attendant on the practice of 
owning the covenant, is, the unkind influence it has on 
the perion who is admitted to privileges in that way. 
| It! is done, I grant, out of real kindneſs to the ſcru- 
pulous perion ; but it is not kind in its influence reſ- 
Þ ecting, um. It rather confirms his ſcruple ; for the | 
"4 actice looks as if the church thought it a juft one. 

ay the leaſt, by indulging the ſcruple, the ſcrupu- 

152 3 are put to reſt; ; and they commonly reſt very eaſy 
without ſecking any thing further. It is like fewing 
pillows under mens arm- holes ; and 1t removes ſome 
ipecial Incentives, they would have otherwiſe had to 
be aſſiduous, in making their way clear to an attendance 
upon the other ordinance and inſtitution. 5 

Zaͤly. The practice of owning the covenant has a 
bad influence, not only on the perſon who has. Privi- 
leges in that way, but on others, 

It naturally leads others to think there 1s à rea! dif- 
1 . in point of qualification, for the ordinances 
1 of baptiſm and the Lord's Supper; or in other words, 

it has a natural tendency to train up others in juſt fuck. 

a ſcruple as it was deſigned to inuulge. When others 
tee there is a real difference in rap e, reſpecting the 

two ordinances, they will conclude that there is a dif- 

ference as to the requiſite qa/zfhications for them; and 

thus the icruple grows up with them. he practice 18 

the mother and the nurſe of ſuch ſcruples.—In this 

way it embarraſſes the minds of the more ſerious, and 

frightens thenraway from Chriſt's table. They think 

| that cov enanting With God is a moſt ſolemn tranſac- 

1335 tion, and if partaking of the ſacrament of the Lord's 

di Supper be ſtill more ſolemn, as this practice teaches, 
they will ſay as St. Paul did in another c aſe, « Who is 

baby ſuflicient for theſe things? - As the practice does na- 
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turally lead perſons to think, that there is a real differ- 
ence in point of qualification for the ordinances of 


baptiſm and the Lord's Supper; ſo they will either 


conclude, that it is a mall matter to covenant with God ; 
or if they retain proper conceptions of covenanting, 
they will be frighined away from Chriſt's table, as too 
ſacred for partially ſanctified creatures to approach. 
It almoſt neceſſarily leads to one or the other of theſe 
extremes. Again, | 

The practice of owning the covenant, naturally 
leads people to make an ol of baptifm ; and to con- 
fider the ordinance of the Lord's Supper as of /mall 
conſequence ; for as mankind in that practice are ex- 
hibiting a great zeal for baptiſm, and ſhow but little 
or no inclination to enjoy the ordinance of the Lord's 
Supper; fo it is natural for young people, who are 
trained up under it, to conclude, that it muſt be be- 
cauſe baptifm is of ſo much greater importance than 
the other ordinances. Hence it is, that ſo many feel 
very uneaſy till their children are baptiſed, and ſo eaſy 
in neglecting, all their days, the memorial of Chriſt's 
death. 

Theſe and a variety of other evil conſequences which 
might be mentioned, of which the practice of owning 


the covenant is productive, ſhow the importance of 


its being aboliſhed. Iwill only add, 


rithly. That the good conſequences attending a con- 


trary practice, ſhow the importance of aboliſhing the 
practice of owning the covenant. 

I am very ſenſible, that many diſagreeable conſe= 
quences may follow an attempt to aboliſh the practice 
of owning the covenant, through an unjuſt attach- 
ment to it, and the unreaſonable prejudice of men in 
its favor. I am alſo, ſenſible, that it has been ſaid, 
that if none may be admitted to the privilege of bap- 
tiſm, excepting ſuch as engage an attendance upon all 
inftituted duties, without excepting an atte: dance up- 
on the Lord's Supper, ſeveral bad conſequences will 
enſue ; ſuch as many children going unbaptiſed ; 
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ruſhing on unprepared to the communion table, 8&c; 
But theſe have been already ſhown to be unnatural 


conſequences, if they ſhould take place. As they 
Rave already been contidered; I ſhall refer you to what 
hath been ſaid reſpecting them ; and proceed to point 
out ſeveral very important things which would attend 
a practice that admits no adults to the privilege of 
baptiſm, who do not engage an attendance upen all 
inſtitutions. And, 

iſt. Such a practice would make a nion and oneneſs 
among profeſſed Chriſtians: _ _ | 

They would then have one faith; ove Lord; and one 


baptiſm : They would im all reſpects be one, as to vifi- 


ble Chriſtianity; which would make a church appear 


li ke the church in the apoſtles days, as they would then 


continue /ed/a/ily in the apoſtles doctrines, and in 


breaking of bread and in prayers; 


2dly. If none were admitted to baptiſm excepting 
ſuch as engage to attend upon all ordinances, the hon- 
or of all ordinances would be equally maintained. 

While the ordinance of the Lord's Supper is made 


to give way to the ordinance of baptiſm, the former 


wilt be conſidered as of but little importance when 
compared with the latter: but if none were admitted 
to baptiſm, excepting ſuch as attend upon all ordi- 
nances, the mee of all would be vindicated 


and maintained; the rights of the Lord's table and 


Chriſt's authority in all his inſtitutions would be ſup= 
ported. A church would then ſpeak the ſame lan- 


guage with Chriſt in his ordinances, both in word and 


Practice, 
3dly. If none ſhouid be admitted- to baptiſm, I 


mean adults, excepting ſuch as engage to attend upon 


all ordinances; good purpoſes would be anſwered, reſ- 


pecting ſuch as may be under itcruples, 

It Mould make them pas in their endeavors to 

remove tÞ-ir ſcruples. If we ſhould labor to remove, 

1 ot inaulging ſcruples, we ſhould: ſtand a good 
ance to obliterate them, and fo to help on the ſcru- 


< 


1 


pulous perfon to attend, with comfort and fatisfaction, 
upon his whole duty : But if we ſhould once indulge 
it, his ſcruple, if any thing, would be more confirmed; 
at leaſt, it would not be removed, and the beſt oppor- 
tunity for removing it would be over and paſt, 
Once more, 

4thly. If none were adenitted to baptiſm, exceming 
ſuch as attend upon all ordinances, it would anſwer 
kind purpoſes to mankind in general. 

It would lead all to ſee the importance of all ordi- 


nances : It would guard them againſt unjuſt ſcruples ; 


for if they ſhould ſee no diſtinction among ordinances 


in practice, they would not ſuſpect any difference, in 


oint of qualification, ſor ſpecial ordinances, It would 
alſo lead people to ſee the importance of being prepar- 


ed and qualified for an early attendance upon the 


Lord's Supper, as well as baptiſm. 

Thus the tendency af a practice which admits none 
to baptiſm, excepting ſuch as attend upon all ordi- 
nances and. live in the practice of all Chriſtian duties, 
is ſuch, as I apprehend would ſufficiently juſtify the 
abolition of the practice of owning the covenant. 

We have now taken a particular view of the nature 
and /endency of the practice of owning the covenant. 
We have conſidered the foundation on which it reſts, 
and the reaſons for its excluſion. It has, I apprehend, 
been ſhown, that it was not in being in the apoſtles 
days: That it 1s contrary to the expreſs. 20711 of God, 
as manifeſted to his church under the former diſpen- 


ſation : That it is contrary to the /p7ri7 and plain im- 


ort of the conimmiſſian which Chriſt gave his apoſtles, 
when he ſent them forth to baptiſe: That it is oppoſed 
to the will of Chriſt, as expreſſed in the inſtitution af 
the Lord's Supper: That it ſets up an unwarrantable 


diſlinftion between the ordinances of baptiſm and the 


Lord's Supper: That it is utterly unnece//any upon 
goſpel principles : That it makes an unwarrantable 416 
lindlion among profeſſed Chriſtians: That the princi- 
ple on which it is built and grounded, is ſuch, as that 
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there can, conſiſtently, be 10 fop Sort of an "PRAM of 
ail /cruples, and an exemption from the practice of all 
Chriſtian duties, ſo far as any ſcruples may happen to 
ariſe about them : That it is of a bad and pernicious 
tendency, both reſpecting ſuch as are indulged and 
others, Finally, it has been obſerved, that the tengder-; 
cy of a contrary practice is ſuch, as fully juſtifies and war. 
rants the abolition and excluſion of the practice of own- 
ing the covenant. The matter, my hearers, is now 
ſubmitted to your impartial confideration ; and I] 
hope you will nat fail to ſearch the ſcriptures diligent- 
Jy, to ſec if things are ſo; and may the FarhER of 
Lieurs direct you into a right underſtanding of them, 
en PP RQ V;. . 

All that will be offered, by way of improvement, 
will be in two particulars. And, 

Firſt, What has been ſaid leads us to ſee the unrea- 
ſonable.nature of many things, that have been ſaid a- 
gainit that. practice which admits none to the ordinance 
of baptiſm, who live in an habitual neglect of any * 
lic ordinance and inſtitution. . 

Many things have been ſaid, which are highly cal- 

culated to raiſe popular clamor and uneaſineſs. It 
has been ſaid, that ſuch a practice, debars perſons of 
baptiſm, caſts them out of covenant, is hard, cruel, Gc. 
But what has been ſaid, leads ſuch to fee that perſons 
caſt themſelves out of covenant, by not keeping cove- 
nant with God, or not living in the practile of cove- 
"nant duties. If there be any fault, it. is in themſelves. 
If there be any cruelly and /cverity in the caſe, it is in 
the inſtilulion, and not in thoſe who practice according 
to it. The charge therefore terminates againſt God; 
for it has been ſhown, that his inftitution admits none 
to baptiſm, excepting ſuch who are in covenant with 
him ; or do engage to live in the practice of covenant 
duries ; if, therefore, there be any cruelty or ſeverity 
4n not admitting ſuch to the ordinance of baptiſm, 
who withho!d their attendance on covenant duties, it 
is owing to the inſtitution. But how unjuſt and un- 


1 


n is the out- cry, that it is . and ſevere 16 
withhold baptiſm from ſuch who withhold their at- 
tendance upon the ordinance of the Lord's Supper ? 
What has been ſaid leads us to ſee that it is an act of 
real kindneſs to them and to all around. Indulgence 
may be ſweet to perſons, but it is no act of kindneſs to 
confirm their ſcruples and to ſew pillows under their 
arm holes that they may feel eaſy in a neglect of plain 
goſpel inſtitutions: No, it is the worſt thing that can 
be done for them, and its evil influence extends to 
multitudes around them. 


And what has been ſaid leads us to ſee, that if any 


ſhould ſuffer their children to go unbaptiſed, becauſe 
they cannot obtain baptiſm, unleſs they attend upon 
the memorial of Chriſt's death, they would act a per- 
fectly unreaſonable part; for the Lord's Supper is a 
reaſonable inſtitution, and it is a duty of the covenant. 
The apoſtles admitted perſons to baptiſm on no other 
terms. It becomes men to be very cautious how they 
raiſe a clamour againſt ſuch a practice, by calling it 
hard and cruel, ſince it terminates againſt the conſtitu- 
tion of heaven, and-is of equal force againſt the prac- 
tice of the apoſtles, 

Secondly. What has been ſaid will be further im- 
proved, in ſome particular addreſſes. 

iſt. To the church in general. 

My Brethren, you have now had the practice of 
owning the covenant laid open to you, both as to the 
nature of it and its conſequences: And uſing that im- 
partiality which it becomes you to exerciſe, muſt you 
not determine, that its conſequences are bad that it 
ſtands oppoſed to the will of Chriſt and the rights of 
his table that it is entirely unneceſſary upon the prin- 
ciples of the goſpel? Are not the qualifications for 
baptiſm and the Lord's Supper one and the ſame? If 
there be a /cruple in the mind of any one, is there pre- 
cept or . in the Bible for diſpenſing with an 
attendance on plain goſpel inſtitutions in a way of 
condeſcenſion to it? Moreover, is not the practice 
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of owning the covenant oppoſed to the practice of the 
apoſtles, whoſe diſciples continued, ſtedfaſtly, in 5reak- 
ing of bread, as well as in the apoſtles doctrines and in 
prayers ? And, is it not oppoſed to the commiſſion 
which Chriſt gave to the apoſtles? If theſe things 
do appear to you, does not the honor of Chriſt and the 


welfare of Zion demand, that a period be put to the 
practice? As you are profeſſed friends of Chriſt and 


his cauſe, you are bound to think on theſe things, and 
to act as Chriſt and the welfare of his church demand. 

2diy. I would particularly addreſs ſuch as are in 
a covenant ſtanding, and yet withhold their attendance 
on the memorial of Chriſt's death. 

I have now conſidered the ſtanding you are in, with 
freedom and impartiality ; and have ſhown, I truſt, 
that it is wholly unſcriptural ; yet I do not conſider 
you as in it with a view of its unſcriptural nature, or 
pernicious conſequences : I conſider you as having 
acted honrj3ly, yet erroncoufly. You will not think that 


FT am your enemy, becauſe I have told you the truth. 


can truly ſay concerning you, as St. Paul ſaid con- 
cerning his brethren, the Jews, “ My heart's deſire 
and prayer to God for you is, that ye may be faved.“ 
You will ſuffer me further, with all the earneſtneſs and 
importunity which becometh one who hath the wel- 
fare of your ſouls in charge, to urge you to conſider, 

whether the ſtanding you are in be not unſcriptural— 
whether it does not become the profeſſed” diſciples of 
Jeſus Chrif. to keep all his commandments ? © If ye 
love me, keep my commandments,” ſays Chriſt. You 


profeſs to call Chriſt your Lord and Maſter : But fays 


Chriſt, © Why call ye me Lord, Lord, and do not the 


things which 1 ſay © 25> This demand of our Saviour's 


is direct] y to your caſe ; and I entreat you to conſider 
whether you can ever aniwer for your neglect to Chriſt 
Arherher you are not called upon to quit your pre- 

ſent ſtanding; and as you profeſs to call Chriſt, Loxp, 
whether you are not bound to do as he hath command- 


N * * 8 
3 


41 
Let whit has been ſaid be impartially conſidered by 


you, and then aſk your on conſciences, whether you 


dught to perſiſt any longer in a practice, {o evidently 


contrary to the practice of the apoſtles ? 

3dly. I will offer a few words in an addreſs to ſuch 
as have not, as yet, dedicated their children to God 
in babtiſm. 

The obligations upon you to dedicate your children 
to God in baptiſm, are great and indiſpenſible: But 
then it is your duty to dedicate them in the manner 
that God has directed you. Why do you delay and 
neglect an ſo important a duty? Is it becauſe you may 
not proceed i in it unleſs you attend upon all the duties 
of the covenant without excepting the inſtitution of the 
Lord's Supper? What right have you to that ſeal of 
the covenant, ſhort of your engaging to do covenant 
duties? A Jew might not be acknowledged as having 


a ſtanding in the covenant, WHO would live in an ha- 


bitual neglect of a plain covenant duty. There is no 
evidence that the apoſtles baptiſed on any other terms z 
Why then ſhould you defire it? You will ſay that yau 
{cruple your qualifications for an attendance upon the 
ordinance of theLord'sSupper ; but why more thau your 
qualifications for covenanting ? Is a perſon qualified to 
engage to do the duties of the covenant, ànd yet not 
qualified actually to h them ?—You cannot take up- 
on you the whole covenant, unleſs you engage to at- 
tend upon the memorial of Chriſt's death: for that is 
a covenant duty. Bekiges, would yourhave plaingoſpel 
inſtitutions ſet aſide in condeſcenſion to your ſcruples? 
Where is the precept, where is the example for ſuch 
condeſcenſion? It is not to be found in your BiBles, 
Moreover, can you anſwer your neglect to Chriſt? 
Will it do (when he comes to enquire of you the oc- 
caſion of your neglect) for you to fay, we might᷑ not 
receive the ordinance unleſs we had engaged an at- 
tendance upon the inſtituted memorial of thy death 
Will 8er have a face to urge that, as àn unrea aſonable 


term! Howloever you may now view the matter o 
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1 
$3 can never find. an Excuſe which will juſtify your ne- 
Ul Ks glect from that quarter. Iam far from deſiring to a- 
uy bridge you of one privilege; My duty and intereſt 
1 both invite me to do every thing for you, which is 
i _confiſtent with that reſpect I always ought to have for 
= * givine inſtitutions. I urge it upon you, to conſider, 
1 what hath been ſaid with impartiality, and compare 
[i it with the word of God; and then afk your own con- 
4% ſciences, whether there is not the greateſt probability, 
_ if not. full evidence, that the 8 of owning the 
= covenant is not of divine original. | 
17S LET one and all be diſpoſed to receive and em- 
Wo brace the light, which divine revelation ſets before 
1 you. There is a day bf ſolemn account approaching, 
bu wherein every one, will be judged according to the go/- 
= p71. If, therefore, what hath been ſaid be agreeable 
pl : to the ſcri ptures ( which: appears to me, after the moſt 
Wy painful examination, to be really the caſe) no preju- 
We dices ought to reject it. And, I cannot but think, 
7 FE that what hath been ſaid, muſt recommend itſelfto every 
0 man's conſcience, as inculcating a plan agrecable to 


nw oo 
Canes — 


1. what the church was uſed to of old; a plan, agreea- 

it ble to what the church was uſed to in the apoſtles 

TL days — and a plan calculated to maintain the honor 

12M and authority of Chriſt.—to excite and quicken to all : 
ob 58 duty, and to build the church of Chriſt in the world - 
9 in unity. a 
13 May the FarhER of Licurs accompany divine 5 
906 truth with his bleffing, and grant that we may build = 
14 upon the foundation of the apoſtles and prophets, Je- | 
93 lug Chriſt hinucit being the chief corner-ſtone: And 

1% in HIM mz? the whole building, being fitly fram- 

Fl ed pegeth&, grow up into an holy Temple in the 

28 0. As !EN, f 
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